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LONDON, JANUARY 1, 1887. 


CURRENT TOPICS. 

On Tvespay last Mr. Justice Granruam sat in Judges’ Chambers 
for the first time during the Christmas vacation, and had before 
him a heavy list of nearly ninety applications, which were not 
disposed of until a late hour. ° 





Ir wrt BE sean from the Hilary Sittings Paper, which we pub- 
lish elsewhere, that Mr. Justice Srmtine, alone among the ee 
judges, is to oceupy one whole day in each week in chambers. It 
will also be observed that Mr.Justice Currry sets apart fifteen only 
out of the seventy-four working days for the hearing of witness 
causes. 





Ir ts 1mpossisLe to over-estimate the importance of the ques- 
tion we touched upon last week—namely, whether the power of 
sale conferred by the Conveyancing Act, 1881, applies to mort- 
gages of policies of assurance ; for, as we all know, the amount of 
money lent on mortgages of this nature is very large, and it has 
been the practice of conveyancers to omit the express power 
of sale in reliance on the statutory power. It will be remem- 
bered that the argument that the statutory power does not 
apply is the following: every mortgage of chattels or choses 
in action implies a power to sell, independently of the statute; 
this power arises at a reasonable time after possession has been 
taken of the property and the mortgage-money has been called 
in, and, as this power may be enforceable before the power con- 
ferred by the Conveyancing Act could be enforced, the latter can- 
not be intended to apply. This is the reasoning by means of which 
Cotton, Lindley, and Bowen, L.JJ., in Re Morritt (ante, p. 143), 
arrived at the conclusion that the power of sale conferred by 
the Conveyancing Act does not apply toa bill of sale. It must 
be, however, remembered that, although the decision of the Court 
of Appeal that this power of sale does not apply to a bill of 
sale, must, unless and until it is reversed by the House of Lords, 
be taken to be conclusive, it does not follow that the reasoning by 
which the decision was arrived at is correct, Fry, L.J., held that 
this power did apply. The Master of the Rolls and Lopes, LJ., 
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operation, and that the only reason why it does not apply at the 
present time is that a new express power of sale is conferred by 
the latter Act. We are, therefore, at liberty to discuss the ques- 
tion whether the statutory power of sale applies to mortgages of 
policies and other choses in action without being hampered by the 
decision in Re Morritt. 

The power of sale conferred by the Conveyancing Act, 1881, 
applies to any property, real or personal, and whether the interest 
mortgaged is legal or equitable. The three great classes of per- 
sonal property are (1) chattels personal, (2) choses in action, (3) 

reonalty transferable at law in some statutory manner or by the 

w merchant. As we pointed out last week, a mortgage of per- 
sonalty of the nature last mentioned is effected by means of a legal 
transfer, or sometimes by giving the the means of 
making a legal transfer to himself or a purchaser, either by means 
of a power of attorney, or, where the nature of the property 
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henceforth be necessary to bear it in mind. By a courge of decisions 
extending over about 200 years, it has been established, by an 
equitable construction of section 4 of 21 Jac. 1, c. 16, that, where 
@ person brings an action for a debt within the six years, but the 
debtor dies before judgment, the creditor may bring a fresh action 
inst the debtor’s personal representative within a reasonable 
time, although the six years may have expired. Many of the 
judges who have confirmed this construction in modern times have 
denied the possibility of extracting it from section 4 of the Act of 
Jac. 1 (see the judgments in Curlewis v. Earl of Mornington, 5 
W. R. 266; and in Ex. Ch. 6 W. R. 682; also judgment of Bram- 
wELL, B., in Sturgis v. Darrell, 7 W. R. 694); and the reason for 
their adherence to it is to be found in the remark of Cromp- 
ton, J., in Curlewis v. Earl of Mornington, that “an old 
constru«'ion of the statutes is a thing not to be interfered 
with.” The original ground for the construction seems to have 
been the hardship that a plaintiff who sued within the six years 
should lose his remedy by the death of the defendant. Since 
actions do not now abate by the death of the defendant, where the 
cause of action survives, it might be supposed that the reason for 
the uld construction had disappeared; but in the recent case the 
Court of Appeal unanimously adhered both to the old construction 
and to the modern reason for such adherence. ‘‘The courts,”’ said the 
Master of the Rolls, ‘‘ could not now alter that old construction of 
the statute.” The remedy of the creditor under the circumstances 
supposed is, therefore, now alternative ; he can either continue the 
proceedings in the former action under R. 8. C., 1883, XVIL., 4, 
or commence a new action against the personal representative. 
And it should be observed that in order to entitle the creditor to 
commence an action against the personal representative after the 
six years have expired, it is only necessary that the creditor should 
have issued a writ against the deceased; he need not have served 
it. The ‘reasonable time” within which the action against the 
personal representative must be brought has been supposed to be 
a year (see Kensey v. Hayward, 1 Lord Raym. 432); but as this 
period runs, not from the death of the debtor, but from the appoint- 
ment of the personal representative, the result may be to enable 
an action to be brought long after the expiration of the six years. 
In Ourlewis v. Earl of Mornington administration was not taken 
out to the debtor’s estate until nearly four years after his death. 





Ir WILL BE REMEMBERED that the scale fee in schedule 1, Part 
I., of the Remuneration Order for “investigating title, and 
preparing and completing mortgage,” applies only to “freehold, 
copyhold, or leasehold property,” although the negotiating fee 

not seem to be so restricted. It is difficult to understand 

why no ecale fee was provided by the Remuneration Order for 
mortgages of all kinds of personalty. The draft order framed 
by the Council of the Incorporated Law Society, and submitted by 
them to the “ Tribunal,”’ contemplated no restriction on the classes 
of mortgages to which the scale was to apply; and in their 
observations on the draft order of the “Tribunal” the council 
suggested the alteration of the words, “freehold, copyhold, or 
leasehold property,” to ‘freehold, copyhold, leasehold, or other 
property”; but this suggestion was not adopted. There seems 
reason to suppos that an intending mortgagor of personalty will 
not less desire to know beforehand the amount of the costs he will 
have to pay than an intending mortgagor of land. The legal 
advisers of insurance companies seem to be gradually adopting 
the scale fee in the case of mortgages of persoualty, with certain 
mecessary modifications. The best-considered scheme we have yet 
seen is contained in a circular recently issued by the Guardian Fire 
and Life Assurance Co., which announces that the charges of the 
company’s solicitors for investigating title and preparing and com- 
—. mortgages of personal property will be the same as those al- 
wed in reference to mortgages of real property under schedule 1 
and the provisions of the Remuneration Order, with additional fees of 
£2 2s. and disbursements for each Distringas ; the costs allowed 
on taxation for each stop order, and an additional charge “ if the 
title deeds are not produced to the company’s solicitors in London.” 
_.'There is also specified among the additional fees (with 


the borrower shall pay the costs actually incurred under sched 
2 and the provisions of” the Remuneration Order. This circular 
seems to furnish a hint for amendment of the Remuneration Order. 








CAN A PERSON WHO CLAIMS ABATEMENT OF IN- 
COME TAX ON THE GROUND OF HIS INCOME 
BEING LESS THAN £400 A YEAR APPEAL TO THE 
SPECIAL COMMISSIONERS ? 


Mr. Atrrep Caarmayn, who conducts what should be a useful 
agency for procuring the return of overpaid income tax, and from 
whom we, last year, printed a letter upon the subject of 
‘“‘ Married Women and Income Tax,” has, it appears by a letter 
he has written to the Daily News, obtained from the Assistant 
Secretary to the Inland Revenue, who is himself the author of a 
standard work upon income tax, the expression of an opinion to 
the effect that a m who claims abatement of income tax, on 
the ground of his income being less than £400, has a right of 
appeal to the special commissioners. This opinion seems to con- 
tradict the note printed on notices of assessment under Schedule D, 
which runs thus: ‘If you are assessed under Schedule D, and do 
not claim exemption cn the ground of your income from every source 
being less than £150, or abatement on the ground of such income 
being less than £400, you can appeal to the special commissioners.” 
It would certainly seem that the reader of this note is intended 
to infer that if he claims abatement of income tax, on the ground 
of his income being less than £400, he cannot appeal to the special 
commissioners. And we are inclined to think that the note is an 
accurate statement of the law. 

It is clear, by express provision of the Income Tax Act of 1842 
(5 & 6 Vict. c. 35, ss. 180, 164), that, in the case of a claim to 
exemption on the ground of the claimant’s income being less than 
£150, the appeal must be made to the general, and not to the 
special, commissioners. But, as that Act contains no provision for 
an abatement on the ground of income being less than a given sum, 
the Act makes no provision for the case of a claim to any such 
abatement. 

By the Income Tax Act of 1853 (16 & 17 Vict. c. 34, s. 28), the 
exemption, which had been granted by the former Act to persons 
whose incomes were less than £150 a year, was restricted to 
persons whose incomes were less than £100 year, and it was 
further provided that any person who had been assessed or charged 
to the duties, or who had paid the same, if he claimed and proved, 
in the manner provided by the Act of 1842, that his total income 
derived from every source was less than £150 a year, should be 
relieved ‘‘ from so much of the said duties assessed upon, or paid by, 
him ” as should “ exceed the rate of fivepence for every twenty 
shillings of his profits or gains.” The difficulty that might be 
anticipated from the requirement that the claimant should make 
his claim and proof ‘‘in the manner provided by the said Act,” 
seeing that “‘ the said Act,’ or the Act of 1842, makes no provision 
for the case of a claim to abatement, if not removed by the con- 
sideration that the words used are a repetiticn of those just 
previously used with reference to a claim to exemption, which 
might be taken as an indication that the claim to abatement must be 
made and proved in the same manner as a claim to exemption és 
removed by the subsequent part of the section, which we shall 
quote presently. Both the foregoing provisions of this 28th section, 
as well that relating to exemption as that relating to abatement, 
have been repealed ; so that what is now left of the section isa 
mere fragment, meaningless by itself; but it is in this fragment 
that we find the authority for, and justification of, the note on the 
notices of assessment. So far as it is applicable to our present pur- 
pose it runs thus:—“ And all the provisions, rules, and regula- 
tions, contsined in the said Act of the fifth and sixth years of Her 
Majesty, in relation to the exemption of persons whose incomes are 
less than £150 a year, and to the reduction or abatement of any 
assessment upon such persons, or to the repayment to them of any 
duties or sums of money, shall be o and applied, so far as 
the same are applicable (mutatis mutandis), to the exemption of 
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for relief in the manner aforesaid to persons whose incomes are less 
than £150 a year.” 

The effect of this enactment was to subject the claim of, and 
proof of title to, the abatement granted e Act of 1853 to the 
rules to which the claim of, and proof of title to, the exemption 
granted by the Act of 1842 were subject. 

In 1863 (by section 3 of 26 & 27 Vict. c. 22), while the exemp- 
tion granted to persons whose incomes were under £100 a year 
was continued, an alteration was made both in the limit of income 
at which a man ceased to be entitled to abatement, and in the 
mode in which the abatement, when allowed, was made, for the 
section provides that, in lieu of the relief granted by the 28th 
section of the Act of 1853, persons whose incomes were less than 
£200 a year should be relieved from so much of the duties assessed 
upon, or paid by, them as an assessment or charge of the duties 
upon £60 of their incomes would amount to. The applicant was 
to ‘claim and prove, in the manner prescribed” by the Acts then 
in force relating to income tax, that his income from every source 
was less than £200 a year. 

In 1872 (by section 12 of 35 & 36 Vict. c. 20), the limit of 
income at which a man ceased to be able to claim abatement was 
raised to £300, and persons whose yearly incomes did not amount 
to that sum were relieved of duty to the extent of £80 of their 
incomes. No change was made in the mode in which the 
‘applicant was to claim the abatement. 

The Act of 1863 was repealed by the Statute Law Revision Act, 
1875 (38 & 39 Vict. c. 66), which also repealed the provision 
contained in the Act of 1853 (s. 28), allowing an abatement to 

ns whose incomes were lessthan £150 a year. The provision 
in the same section which restricted the exemption from duty 
granted by the Act of 1842 to persons whose incomes were less 
than £100 a year was repealed by the Statute Law Revision Act, 
1878 (41 & 42 Vict. ¢.-79). 

The Act of 1872, so far as we are now concerned with it, was 
repealed by the Statute Law Revision Act, 1883 (46 & 47 Vict. c. 
39), but in the meantime, in 1876, an Act (39 & 40 Vict. c. 16) 
had been passed which (section 8) extended the relief given by the 
Act of 1872 to persons whose incomes were less than £400 a year, 
who were relieved of duty to the extent of £120 of their income. 
The applicant for relief was to “ claim and prove, in the manner 

escribed by the Acts relating to income tax, that his total income 

m all sources, though amounting to £150 or upwards, is less 
than £400.” At the time this Act was passed the part of section 
28 of the Act of 1853 which gave relief to persons whose incomes 
were less than £150 a year had been repealed, while, in substitu- 
tion for it, there was in force the above quoted provision of the Act 
of 1872, but the remainder of the section, including the direction 
we have quoted, which indicated the mode in which the relief was 
to be claimed and the applicant’s title to it proved, remained in 
force. This direction, as we have said, made the regulations for 
claiming, and proving the applicant’s title to, the exemption granted 
by the Act of 1842, applicable in case of a claim to abatement on 
the ground of the applicant’s yearly income being less than the 
specified amount. One of these regulations provided that the 
appeal in case of a claim to exemption must be made to the 
general, and not to the special, commissioners. In the case, also, 
then, of an appeal upon a claim to abatement of duty, on the 
ground of the applicant’s yearly income being less than the speci- 
fied amount (now £400), the appeal must be made to the general 
commissioners. 

The result of our inquiry seems to be that the Revenue 
authorities are right in the directions they issue upon this subject. 
But to arrive at this conclusion we have had to travel through a 
partially repealed section of the Act of 1853 to sections of the Act 
of 1842, while, in order to understand the circumstances in which 
abatement is allowed, we have had to refer to a wholly 
Act of 1863, and to a partially repealed Act of 1872; evidence 
enough, we think, if any is required, of the need that exists 
ow an Act which shall consolidate and amend the existing Income 

ax Acts. : 
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CONCERNING SEARCHES. 
(XIX.) JUDGMENTS. 
II. Tar Mopgnw Law or Jupements (concluded). 


Effect of completed execution—Re Pope.—In the course of the 
discussion which has arisen upon the important case of Re Pope 
(34 W. R. 654, 693, 17 Q. B. D. 743), so often referred to in 
these columns, an opinion has been more than once advanced, 
which, if it be correct, would tend to diminish, if not to remove 
altogether, the alarm which the decision excited. It may be re- 
marked at the outset that the view alluded to was by no means 
that of the Court of Appeal, which decided the case in question. 
Cotton, L.J., observed (17 Q. B. D., at p. 752) :—‘‘ One cannot 
but feel the difficulty imposed upon purchasers; but it is not for 
this court to cure it.” > 
To support the conclusion that the decision in Re Pope establishes 
no doctrine that need alarm those who are in the situation of the 
purchaser in that case—that is, who have purchased without notice 
and obtained a conveyance of the legal estate, both purchase and 
conveyance being subsequent to actual delivery of the land in eweru- 
tion, the following appears to be the argument put forward. It is 
said that it is a case of adjusting the priorities between A. and B., 
where A. has an equitable charge on the lands, and B. is a subse- 
quent purchaser for value without notice, and has acquired the 
legal estate. The equitable interest of B. under his contract is 
admitted to be posterior to A.’s equitable charge, but it is urged 
that B., having contracted without notice, is entitled to the pro- 
tection of the legal estate. ; 
Now, in the first place, a creditor who has obtained de- 
livery in execution another right besides the charge on 
the corpus—viz., a right to the possession or receipt of the rents 
and profits; and, from a purchaser’s point of view, if a creditor 
could establish this right as against him, it would, in most cases, 
be comparatively unim t whether he had or had not the 
farther right to satisfy his debt out of the corpus of the Lape on 
A creditor may enforce execution either by an elegit or by 0 
ing an order for a receiver. If the creditor has obtained delivery in 
execution under an ¢élegit he has a legal estate, and his title could 
not be defeated by a subsequent purchaser, though for value and 
without notice (see Wills, J., Re Pope, 34 W. R. 354; same 
case, 17 Q. B. D. 748, 745). That case also shews that an order 
appointing a receiver has not merely the effect of putting the execu- 
tion creditor in such a position that, in his capacity of a person hav- 
ing a charge, he may go to the court for a further order to sell the 
roperty, but that it also operates as completed execution, to the 
fruits of which (#.¢., to the enjoyment of the benefit of the land 
until the debt is paid), so long as they are confined to the unaided 
effect of the process of execution, the execution creditor is entitled 
by the order of the court ; and that he cannot be deprived of 
his right “ by the act of the debtor” (in contracting to sell) 
any more than he could if he had the legal estate under 
an elegit—i.e. the order is equally € 
purchaser without notice, so far as the right of r 
chaser to possession is concerned. In Re Pope this was all that it 
was necessary for the court to decide. There was no question 
before it as to a charge on the corpus of eh ag In Hatton 
v. Haywood (L. R 9 Ch., at PB. 236), M Je, 
“the order of the Court of Chancery effects, as to equitable 
interests, what the action of the sheriff does as to legal estates 
—i.e., it “ vests the debtor’s estate in 
Pope (ubi sup.) Cotton, L.J,, observed :—“ I need not go int 
ifference between an actual writ of elegi 
ceiver, because it was decided in Hatton v. Haywood that where 
there has been a receiver appointed 
equivalent to, of . 
authority, just in the same way and to the same extent as if there 
had been an elegit, and the creditor had been in possession by 
virtue of the elegit.” It is apprehended that elegits and orders 
of court appointing receivers are alike to be treated 
of record, with respect to which a 
plead absence of notice; just as, the old law ye ey 
@ purchaser was bound ye j entered up (after tt 
Act of Wm. & M.) duly 0 (ante, 
p. 25); and even under the new law a purchaser without oo 
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. 58), left liable to the remedies given by the old law. Compare 
ler v. Redman (26 Beav. 600), which was a case of the lia- 
bility of personal representatives, who were never protected, either 
at common law or under 2 & 3 Vict. c. 11, by absence of notice. 
There Romilly, M.R., alluded to the “ fiction of the law, which 
held that everything that was of record was known, or was sup- 
to be known, to everybody. Everyone was presumed to 
ve notice of everything that was of record, in the same way that 
everybody is bound by an Act of Parliament though he knows 
nothing whatever of it”; and it was held that, the Act of Wm. 
& M. having provided that judgments not docketed were not to 
have any preference against executors and administrators, the 19th 
section of 1 & 2 Vict. c. 110, not requiring registration of a judg- 
ment as against executors and administrators, and the Act of 2 & 
8 Vict. c. 11, having closed the old dockets, the effect was to revive 
the old law (according to which no simple contract debt could be 
paid or allowed as against a judgment debt entered up), and to 
make an administrator liable for a devastavit if he paid a simple 
contract creditor before a judgment debt, though he had no notice 
of the latter. Now the Act of 27 & 28 Vict. c. 112, does not 
contain any provision for the protection of purchasers without 
notice, and it abolishes registration of judgments as against pur- 
chasers; and it is submitted that the result is to revive the old 
law, subject to the requirement of actual delivery in execution, 
which was supposed to be a sufficient protection to purchasers. 
The protection given by the Docket Act of Wm. & M., and after- 
wards by the provisions of 1 & 2 Vict. c. 110 and the subse- 
quent statutes as to registration and notice, was directed to cases 
of judgments hanging over lands without enforcement of execu- 
tion (see per Cotton, L.J., Re Pope, 34 W. R. 693; 17 Q. B. D., 
at p. 751); and the Divisional Court, in Re Pope, expressed the 
we that all this legislation left untouched the effect of com- 
P eted execution, ‘‘ whether by legal or equitable process ” (34 W. R. 
55, 17 Q. B.D. 744). Moreover, as we have pointed out (ante, p. 
73), the Act of 23 & 24 Vict. c. 38 protects only purchasers and 
mortgagees, and not the debtor himself; but the terms of 27 & 28 
Vict. ¢. 112 are general, and put both the debtor and purchasers 
from him on the same level. 
We have pointed out above (pp. 5, 24) that under the law before 
1 & 2 Vict. c. 110 the creditor had no right as against the corpus 
of the estate, and therefore was not entitled to a sale, but that his 
so-called charge or lien was merely a right to sue out execution 
whereby he obtained and could hold possession of the lands as 
tenant by elegit until his debt was satisfied out of the profits 
according to the extended value. But we also shewed that when 
the Court of Chancery, in the course of administering an estate, 
found it necessary to sell lands, the court, finding the creditor in 
a condition to acquire a power over the estate by suing out the 
writ, would pay off the judgment creditor, because it could not 
otherwise make 2 title to the estate; and the court would never 
sell the interest of a debtor subject to an elegit creditor (per Lord 
Cottenham, C., in Neate v. Duke of Marlborough, 3 My. & Cr. 407). 
Then came the Act 1 & 2 Vict. c. 110, which (s. 13: ante, p. 42) 
for the first time (29 Ch. D. 531) gave to the creditor, upon a judg- 
ment entered up, an equitable charge on the corpus of the debtor’s 
interest. As against purchasers, however, there was no charge 
until registration of the judgment; and if the debtor had sold 
(though not conveyed) the lands before registration, the purchaser 
had acquired an equitable interest prior to any equitable charge 
of the creditor under the judgment, and that even though the 
oe ge bought with notice of the unregistered judgment (3 & 4 
ict. c. 82, s. 2; 18 Vict. c. 15, 8.4; ante, p. 58). We have 
given our reasons (ante, pp. 74, 90) for the opinion that, as against 
P registration of the judgment itself continued to be 
necessary until the Act of 27 & 28 Vict. c. 112. That statute 
s. 3: ante, P 90) expressly dispensed with registration of the 
udgment, and therefore, in effect, repealed section 19 of 1 & 2 
ict. c. 110. But section 13 of the last-mentioned Act has not 
been expressly repealed, and the result must be that that section, 
gee charge, if it be still operative, is to be read together with 277% 
28 Vict. c. 112, so that, as to judgments since the last-mentioned 
Act, there can be no charge until the land has been actually de- 
livered in execution. Delivery in execution is substituted for regis- 
tration as the “investitive fact,” or, as it was put arguendo in Re 
Pope (ubi sup.), the creditor obtains a “title by seizure” under 
that Act. Now it was settled that registration was not per se 





notice unless the purchaser searched; but, for the reasons above 
given, it is submitted that the same doctrine cannot apply to actual 
delivery in execution; that the purchaser in Re Pope must be 
taken to have been in the same position as if he had purchased and 
paid his money with notice of the creditor’s charge; and that, 
therefore, his acquisition of the legal estate could not protect him. 
It would appear that the creditor no longer needs the aid of section 
13 of 1 & 2 Vict. c. 110 to give hima right to payment out of the 
corpus of his debtor’s interest, but can rely on section 4 of. 27 & 28 
Vict. c. 112 (anée, p. 90), whick gives him a right to a sale ; and it is 
to be observed that that section refers to the practice of the court 
with respect to sales of real estates of deceased persons for the 
payment of debts, and that section 5, defining the persons who are 
to be served with, and to have the benefit of, the order for sale, 
mentions only creditors, and provides for the distribution of the 
proceeds of sale and adjustment of priorities only as between the 
petitioning creditor and other creditors on judgments, but it 
makes no reference to any claim by a purchaser ; and by section 6, 
‘every person claiming any interest in such land through or under 
the debtor by any means subsequent to the delivery of such land 
in execution as aforesaid shall be bound by every such order for 
sale and by all the proceedings consequent thereon.” It may be 
further observed that the preamble of the Act shews that its 
general purpose was ‘‘to assimilate the law affecting freehold, 
copyhold, and leasehold estates to that pega pai 2 personal 
estates” ; and in the case of a seizure by the sheriff under a fi. fa., 
it would hardiy be contended that a subsequent purchaser from 
the debtor without notice (if that be possible) would get a good 
title. 

The concluding articles of this series, relating to the searches 
which should be made in various events and against various 
persons, will appear after the close of the Christmas Vacation. 








CASES OF LAST WEEK. 


PEPERNO v. HARMISTON—O. A. No. 1, 16th December. 
Pracrice—InsuNcTION—PARTNERSHIP AGHBEMENT—SPECIFIC PERFORMANCE, 


This was an a) from a decision of the Divisional Court (Manisty and 
A. L. Smith, JJ. poet veewk order for ati interim injunction. Itappearedthat 
the plaintiff and defendant were circus proprietors and had éntered into a 
partnership agreement to take their joint circus for a year’s tour, beginning 
at Leamington. The defendant was to supply certain performing horses 
and ponies and some performers. The plaintiff supplied for exhibition 
certain persons known as the Burmese mens A Family. The defendant 
committed various breaches of the partnership agreement by failing to 
supply the agreed number of horses and performers, in consequence of 
which the tour was unsuccessful. The plaintiff refused to supply any 
more money for carrying on the concern, and upon the defendant 
threatening to remove his property and live stock, applied for an injunc- 
tion to restrain him from removing the horses and ponies and the 
paraphernalia which he had supplied from Leamington where the circus 
then was. It was urged for the plaintiff that, on the oementy ot Lumley 
v. Wagner (1 De G. M. & G. 604), and De Mattos v. Gibson (4 De G. & J. 
276), where the court will not grant a decree for specific performance it 
will, nevertheless, grant an injunction to indirectly compel it. 

Tue Court (Lord Esuzr, M.R., Lowry and Lorgs, L.JJ.) refused the 
application and dismissed the appeal. They said the principle of the 
decision in Lumley v. Wagner was that, the circumstances in that case 
were such that no amount of damages would have given adcquate relief 
to the plaintiff, and that the court, therefore, ted the injunction, 
and that in De Mattos v. Gibson it was still dou whether specific per- 
formance could be granted or not. The rule now was that the court 
would not grant an injunction where s performance could not be 
obtained unless they considered that s would be an absolutely 
inadequate remedy for the non-performance of the agreement.—Oovunszt, 
Romer, QO., and Beddall; Scarlett, Soxscrrons; J. R. Pakeman; H. C. 
Barker 


SHAW v. SMITH AND PEACE—C. A. No. 1, 18th December. 
Pracrice—Insrection or Prorpgerty—Two Dgrsenpants—R. §, C., L., 3; 


a> 
the decision of and Grantham, JJ. 
This was an appeal from the Tee tte a, one 


ani raised a question as to the power of the 
defendant to the pase of another defendant. On Decem 

31, 1864, the defendant Smith ted to the defendant Peace all the 
ironstone, ore, minerals, &c., un 47 acres of land at Cleveland, with 
liberty to work the same without leaving any support to the surface, 
making compensation for surface damage and to the then existing 
buildings. 1871, Smith conveyed a portion of the surface to the 
plaintiff in fee, reserving the mines and minerals, with a covenant for 
quiet enjoyment. Tne plaintiff built a house upon-the land and this 
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house had been injured by the subsidence of the land. For this he 
brought the present action, in which he claimed the defendant 
Smith for breach of his covenant for quiet enjoyment, and against the 
defendant Peace for removing the minerals under the plaintiff's land and 
under the land adjoining the 47 acres, and thus letting down the surface. 
The defendant Smith, on the ground that the surface belonging to the 
plaintiff had not been let down by the mining of the defendant Peace 
under the 47 acres, obtained from Field, J., at chambers an order (under 
R. 8. C., L., 3) that he should be at liberty to inspect the mines of the 
defendant Peace, under and adjacent to the plaintiff's land, and to take 
—? of the workings. This order was affirmed by the Divisional 

Tux Covrt or Arrzat (Lord Esuzr, M.R., Linptzy and Lorzs, L.JJ.) 
now reversed that decision. They said that ord, 50. r. 3, was not wider in 
its terms than ord. 31, r. 12, where the words were that any party might 
obtain discovery from any other party. Those words did not necessarily 
mean plaintiff or defendant; in actions in the Chancery Division there 
were uently several plaintiffs and several defendants, and the order 
for inspection might, in some cases, be made as between such plaintiffs or 
defendants. They considered that the order could only be made in such 
cases between plaintiffs or defendants who had some rights to be adjusted 
between them. Inthe present case there were no rights to be adjusted 
between Smith and Peace, because, if the damage had occurred in con- 
sequence of the workings under the land adjacent to the 47 acres, Smith 
could not be liable, while, as to the workings under the 47 acres, Smith 
had assigned those minerals to P2ace to work as he liked, subject to 
compensation, before he had assigned the surface to the plaintiff. He 
could not have given the plaintiff rights in derogation of his grant to 
Peace. Therefore, since there were no rights to be adjusted between the 
defendants, there could be no order for inspection of the mines.—CounszEL, 
Manisty ; Wilberforce ; Cyril Dodd. Soxrcrrors, R. 7. Jarvis, for Hutchinson 
& Lueas, Darlington ; Jackson § Co., for Jackson § Jackson, Middlesborough ; 
Pitman § Co., for Buchannan & Richardson, Gainsborough. 


BARKER v. PURVIS—O. A. No. 2, 21st December. 


R. 8. O0., 1883, XXVIII., 11—Coxrrecrron or Error in JupGMEnt 
witsout ApPpgAL—MusTakeg or Parrrzs. 


In this case a somewhat novel question arose upon the construction 
of rule 11 of order 28, which provides that ‘‘ Clerical mistakes in jnds- 
ments or orders, or errors arising therein from eny accidental slip or 
omission, may at any time be corrected by the court or a judge on 
motion or summons without an appeal.’? The question was whether this 
rule applied to a case in which there was an error in a judgment, not 
because it incorrectly carried out the intention of the court or of the 
parties at the time when it was delivered, but because the parties were 
mistaken as to a fact upon which the judgment, as it stood, was founded. 
The judgment at the trial as drawn up directed that the defendant should 
be at liberty to set off against a sum of £820, which he was ordered to pay 
to the plaintiff, a sum of £453 on account of interest which he had paid on 
behalf of the plaintiff. The judgment was not to be made by 
consent, though, in fact, the sum of £453 was arranged between the 
parties on the faith of a statement made by the defendant, which was 
accepted by the plaintiff as accurate, that he haa made the payments of 
interest on behalt of the plaintiff from May, 1876. After the judgment 
had been drawn up, and the time for appealing from it had expired, it 
was discovered that the payments of interest made by the defendant on 
behalf of the plaintiff for two years, from May; 1876, to May, 1878, had 
already been allowed to him in another account with the plaintiff, and 
that only the sum of £346 was at the date of the judgment really due 
from the plaintiff to the defendant in respect of interest paid by him on 
behalf of the plaintiff. The plaintiff took out a sumiaons asking that 
the judgment might be corrected by substituting the sum of £346 for 
£453. Bacon, V.C., granted the application, The defendant appealed, 
and it was contended on his behalf that rule 11 did not apply; that 
there was no slip in the judgment; but that it was drawn up as the 
parties intended that it should be. 

Tre Covrt or Appzat (Corron, Bowen, and Fry, L.JJ.) affirmed the 
decision. They said that there had been an accidental slip cansed by the 
defendant's mistaken statement of the amount of interest due to him, and 
this gave the Vice-Chancellor jurisdiction to make the correction.— 
Counset, Renshaw, Q.0.; Barber, Q.C., and Percival. Sortcrrors, Botterell 
$ Roche ; Clarke, Rawlins, ¢ Co. 


NEWBIGGING ». ADAM—O. A. No. 2, 20th December. 


Partnersuip — DissoLution — PARTNERSHIP INDUCED BY Innocent Mis- 
REPRESENTATIONS—INDEMNITY AGAINST PARTNERSHIP LIABILITIES. 


This was an action by a partner against his co-partners claiming the dis- 
solution of the partnership, accounts, and repayment of the sum of £9,500 
which he had contributed as his share of the capital, on the ground that 
he had been induced to join the Lampe ti the misrepresenta- 
tions of the defendants as to the profits of the business, the value of the 
machinery, the quantity and value of the stock-in-trade, and the solvency 
of the concern. The statements relied on as were not 
fraudulent—that is, not wilfully made—and th did not entitle the 
plaintiff to bring an action of deceit. His claim was to have the contract 
set aside and to be restored to his status quo ante. The document relied 
by the plaintiff as amounting to a brent ect ge contained a state- 
ment as to the efficiency of spinning machinery, which both Bacon, V.O. 
and the Court of Appeal consid as untrue, and as having been an in- 
ducement to the plaintiff to enter into the contract. Bacon, V.0., gave 
judgment for rescission, ordered repayment of the plaintiff’s capital, with 
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interest, and also ordered the defendants to the 
cay oan dpe orn It be aden ry | for the 
em was e nal damages, 

only be given in the case of wilfal misrepresentations. 

HE Court or Aprgrat (Corrox, Bowsgy, and Fry, L.JJ.), affirmed the 
hi Kod Go be put in the a a Pprnss o 
partnership, was enti! ° ut e same ion as he was 
so far as the direct conse neneee ef the contenct wore eondeaee: aut 
therefore, to be indemnified by the defendants a his liability as a 
partner.—Oovnszt, Rigby, Q O., and Haldane ; Sir Horace Davey, Q.C., and 
J. @. Wood. Sortcrrons, Parker, Garrett, ¢ Parker ; Jaques, Layton, ¢ 
Jaques; W. §. J. Flower $ Nussey. 


STEWART »v. THE WEST DERBY BURIAL BOARD — Kay, J., 
13th, 14th, and 15th December. 


Buriat Boarp—Inrerment tv Oonsecratep Portion or New Onrmerzry 
—Ricut to Psrronm Service anp Recerve Fess—New Pann 
Serararep rrom Former Partsu—* IncumBentT on —** Pre- 
vrousLy Recervep’’—Mszrroponiran Buriats Act, 1852 (15 & 16 Vicr. 
c. 85), ss. 32, 52. 


The rector of West Derby «laimed the exclusive right of 

the burial service in the consecrated — of the new 

provided by the defendants under the Burial for 
so doing. The parish of West Derby originally formed of the 

of Walton-on-the-Hill, from which it was separ: y 
in 1843, the Act reserving to the rector of West Derby all the rights of the 
rector of Walton to surplice fees, &c., in respect of that district. Before 
this time there had been in the a parish churchyard and three 
chapels of ease with ng eg , which were consecrated and in private 
hands; the parishioners not the exclusive right of burial, and the 
curates were entitled to charge double fees, half of which belonged to the 
vicar of Walton. The chapels of ease were all in West Derby, and after 
the separation the vicar of that district took the vicar’s half of the double 
fees. The question depended upon the construction of the 32nd 

of the Metropolitan Burials Act, 1852. 

Kay, J., said that under that section the plaintiff was obliged to per- 
form the burial service in the consecrated of the new churchyard. 
The double fees were compensation fees to the vicar of Walton and 
were not reserved to the vicar of West Derby by the separation Act. 
Whether double fees could now be charged, or whether they were surplice 
fees, could not be decided in the absence of the curates and the parishioners ; 
but it was not clear that the plaintiff was entitled to them; 
as he had not “previously received” such fees he could not 
exact fees for b services in the new ground. But he was bound 
to perform those services and entitled to the rights incident to such duties, 
so that if the defendants char; any fees for such services they must 
hand them over to the plaintiff.—Counset, Hemming, Q.O., Jeune, and 
C. Stewart ; Aspland, Q.0., Sir H. Davey, Q.0. mictrors, Henshaw 
S. Russell, for Parry, Gamon, § Farmer, Ohester; Pritchard § Sons, for 
Cleaver, Holden, § Co., Liverpool. Y 


THE UNITED TELEPHONE OO. v. WALKER—Chitty, J., 15th 
December. 


Parent—InrrinGEMent— Damaces — Mgasure or Damaces — Royarty— 
Prorir Rentat—Inrrinoine [NsTRUMENTS NOT IN USE—DBLIVERY UP OF 
InrrinetxG InsTRUMENTS. 


This was a summons in an infringement of patent action. The plain- 
tiffs were the patentees of telephonic instruments, and had recovered 
judgment. It appeared that the plaintiffs were in the habit of letting out 
their instruments at a rent or royalty, and the present summons was ad- 
the question as to what was the proper 
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and Micklem ; Romer, Q.O., and Dunham. Sorscrrons, Waterhouse § Winter- 
botham ; Hallett § Spottiswoode. : 


DAY o. SYKES, WALKER, & CO,—Chitty, J., 18th December. 


Company — Denenrune Horpsr’s Action —Recztvas.—Jvpoment — Drs 
CHARGE OF REcEIVER. 
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Currry, J., said that receivers were too frequently continued rather 
for their own benefit than that of the company, and ordered a direction 
to be inserted in the minutes that the business of the company was not 
to be carried on by the receiver and manager for a longer period than six 
months without the leave of the judge in chambers, and that if any 
further time was required, an application for further time must be made 
before the expiration of the eix months.—Counsgt Swinfen Eady. Soxict- 


Tor, Cldfield. 


ASHWORTH +. MUNN—North, J., 20th December. 


Apunustration—Mixep Funp or Reatty AND PsrsonaAttYy—PAyYMENT OF 
Dests anp Lecactzes ovr or PersonaALTY—OontTrisvTion BY Reatty— 
INTEREST. 


In this case the question arose (apparently for the first time, so far as 
any decision goes) whether, when a testator has created a mixed 
fund of en | and personalty for the payment of his debts, legacies, 
expenses, and costs, and in the administration of the estate the debts, 
&c., have been, in the first instance, paid out of the personalty, the real 
estate is bound afterwards to contribute to the personal estate, not only 
its rateable proportion of the payments so made, but also interest upon 
that rateable gore from the times when the payments were made, 
so as to place the personal estate in exactly the same position as if the 
real estate had, in the first instance, contributed its proper rateable 
poets of the payments. The only authority to be found for directing 

© payment ot interest in such a case is the decree in Williams v. 
pk ng ven in Seton on Decrees (4th ed.), vol. 1, p. 590. That case 
is re 5 L. J. N. 8. Ob. 84, and also, shortly, 50. & F. 111n, but 
no reference is made to this point in either of those reports. In the 
present case the testator, by his will, declared that all the moneys to be 
received under the trusts of his will should form an aggregate fund, and 
should, after payment of his debts and funeral and testamentary expenses, 
and after paying or providing for the several annuities and legacies 
thereinbefore given and bequeathed, and the costs, charges, and expenses 
incidental to the execution of the trusts of his will, be held upon certain 
trusts. In administering the estate the debts, legacies, &c., were, in the 
first instance, paid out of the personal estate, and North, J., had decided 
that, by virtue of the above declaration in the will, the real estate was 
bound to contribute rateably to the payment made for those purposes, 
and that the real estate must now make good to the personal estate so 
much as that estate had contributed to those payments in excess of its 
rateable —. The question was then raised whether the real 
estate was bound to pay to the personal estate interest upon the 
amourts to be s0 made good from the times when the excessive pay- 
ments were vely made out of the personal estate. 

Norru, J., held that interest must be paid by the real estate. The per- 
sonsl estate had, up to the present time borne more than its due propor- 
tion of the debts, &c., but, now that the liabilities of the two estates had 
to be adjusted, the personal estate ought to be placed in the same posi- 
tion as if the real estate had contributed to make the payments at the 
times at which it ought to have done so. His lordship, therefore, thought that 
the real estate ought to make good, not only its rateable proportion of the 
capital of the pent, but also interest on that ay ger of the capital 
from the times when the payments were made. If the contributions had 
been made at the proper times, the persons interested in the real estate 
would not have received interest upon those portions of capital from the 
times when the payments wero made, and, on the other hand, the persons 
interested in the personal estate would have received income of which they 
bad been, in fact, deprived. It seemed to his lordship that the decree 
in Williams v. Kershaw was in the right form. He believed that he had 
seen other decrees in the same form, and his opinion was confirmed by the 
analogy of the practice in cases in which a child of a testator, who had 
recei' an advance in respect of his share of the testator’s property 
during the testator’s lifetime, for which he had to account after the tes- 
tator’s death, and the practice in a case in which a mortgagee of two 
estates had taken the whole of his debt out of one of the estates, on which 
there was a second mortgage, under circumstances which entitled the 
second mort, to indemnity or contribution. In both these cases 
interest would also be payable, and the analogy of those cases applied.— 
Counsz., Cozens- Hardy, Q.C., and R. F. Norton; Napier Higgins, Q.0., and 
Bunting ; Ingle-Joyce ; Giffard, Q 0., and BE. 8. Ford ; B. B. Swan ; Methold ; 

Q.C., and Woodroffe. Sottcrrors, Clarke, Woodcock, ¢ Ryland ; 
Walker § Battiscombe ; Gregory, Roweliffes, & Co. ; Hollams, Son, § Coward ; 
Bolton, Robbins, Busk, ¢ Co. ; Robinson, Preston, § Stow. 


JACKSON & CO. o. NAPPER; Jn re SOHMIDT’S TRADE-MARK — 
Stirling, J., 6th, 7th, 8th, 9th, 13th, and 15th December. 


Trapz-Marx—RecistRaTion — ABANDONED APPLICATION — Fresu Appii- 
cation — Tures Marxs Rute—Trape-Marxs Act, 1875, s. 3—Travz- 
Manxs Act, 1883, ss. 63, 76. 


In this case questions arose (1) as to the circumstances 
under which an application for registration of a trade-mark 
should be treated as abandoned under section 63 of the Trade-Marks Act, 
1883, and (2) whether a fresh application could be made in respect of a 
trade-mark which had been the subject of a previous abandoned applica- 
tion, another firm having been on the register in respect of a similar mark 


summons was taken out by a firm trading at Elberfeld, in Germany, as 
manufacturers of iron and steel goods under the style of Peter Lud 


Schmidt, and was an application to proceed with the ps gers of an ol 
mark >onsisting of compasses. The 


of a carpenter’s square and a pair 


opposition to the registration was raised by Messrs. Jackson & Oo., of 
Sheffield, who were the registered proprietors of a mark identical in all 
respects except that the square and compasses were surmounted by a 
small Maltese Cross. The registration of their mark having been applied for 
in March, 1876, and obtained in June, 1877, Messrs. Schmidt had in 
March, 1876, instructed the Trade-Marks’ Protection Society to apply for 
and obtain registration of their mark on their behalf, and, having seen the 
advertisement of this application in the 7rade- Marks’ Journal believed that 
the mark had been duly registered. Such, however, was not the case. 
Opposition to the a had been made by Messrs. 
J m & Co. through the instrumentality of the Cutlers’ Oo., and the 
registrar had sent a letter addressed to Messrs. Schmidt to the care of the 
Trade-Marks’ Protection Society informing them that they must obtain 
the leave of the court for the registration to be proceeded with. By some 
inadvertence this letter was not forwarded by the society to Messrs. 
Schmidt, and the matter dropped. It was contended on behalf of Mes+rs. 
Schmidt that the application of 1876 was not “abandoned” within the 
meaning of section 63 of the Trade-Marks Act, 1883, and that it was 
open to them now to proceed with that application, and, further, that, 
having regard to the three marks rule, they were not barred by section 
3 of the Act of 1875 and section 76 of the Act of 1883 from making a 
fresh application for registration of the same mark by reason of the fact 
that Messrs. Jackson & Oo. had heen the registered proprietors of a 
similar mark for more than five years. 

Sriziixe, J., said that section 63 of the Trade-Marks Act, 1883, was, in 
his lordship’s opinion, retrospective. In determining, therefore, whether 
Messrs. Schmidt were now at liberty to proceed with the application of 
1876 it was necessary to consider whether that application had been 
‘‘abandoned’’ within the meaning of the section. That depended on 
whether there had been ‘‘ default on the part of the applicant.’’ There 
was nothing in any of the Trade-Marks Acts to deprive a person sui juris 
of his common law right to appoint an agent. The evidence shewed that 
the Trade-Marks’ Protection Society were appointed by Messrs. Schmidt 
their agents for obtaining registration, and they were competent, there- 
fore, to give their own address as the place where notices were to be sent. 
The letter of the registrar req’ Messrs. Schmidt to apply to the 
court for leave to proceed was properly addressed to them to the care of 
the Trade-Marks’ Protection Society.. The fact that the society had 
neglected its duty could not affect the question. Although no time was 
reine Ae the section within which the leave of the court to proceed was 
to be obtained, still the application must be made within a reasonable 
time. That had not been done, and Messrs. Schmidt were accordingly 
in default and could not now proceed with the application of 1876. His 
lordship, however, held that the old application, not having been dealt 
with upon its merits and circumstances, not having changed so as to pre- 
clude Messrs. Schmidt from making a fresh application, they were entitled 
todoso. Neither section 3 of the Act of 1875, which makes the registra- 
tion of a person as first proprietor of a trade-mark conclusive evidence at 
the end of ed poe nor fection 76 of the Act of 1883 operated to bar a 
person who could make out a title to have his mark registered and who was 
not precluded by his conduct or by disability. His lordship therefore 
held that Messrs. Schmidt were entitled to proceed with the fresh applica- 
tion.—Counsrt, Hastings, Q.0., and Hatfield Green; W. Pearson, Q.0., 
Moulton, Q.C., and R. £. Norton. Soxtcrrors, Cattarns, Jehu, ¢ Hughes, 
for Younge, Wilson, § Co., Sheffield; Ellis, Munday, § Bartrum. 





BANKRUPTCY CASES. 
Ex parte THORNBER, Re BARLOW.—C. A. No. 1, 17th December. 


Banxnuptcy—Composition—APrprovaL or Courtr—Discrerion or Jupaz— 
“Rasy anp Hazarpous Sprecuiarions ’’—*“‘ Unsustir1aste ExTrava- 
GANCE IN Livine.”’—Banxruptcy Act, 1883, ss. 18 (6), 28 (3). 


This was an appeal from the refusal of a divisional court (Cave and 
Wills, JJ.) to approve of a composition, which the creditors of a debtor 
had resolved to accept, and the question was raised whether betting and 

mbling, and speculations on the Stock Exchange are ‘rash and 
en ve speculations,”’ or ‘“‘ unjustifiable extray ce in living,” 
within section 28 of the Bankruptcy Act, 1883. e debtor was a 
young man twenty-six years of age, of no occupation, and ha no 
means of his own, and he had been engaged in betting and gam 
transactions and Stock Exchange speculations. On the 25th of Septem- 
ber, 1885, a receiving order was made fagainst him. His liabilities 
amounted to £8,073, and he had no assets. His creditors resolved 
to accept a composition of 2s. in the pound. ‘The debtor's only income 
was a voluntary allowance of £300 a year from his father. His wife, 
however, had an income of £3,000 a year, but it was settled on her to 
her separate use. His debts were ch in manent of money borrowed 
to pay his losses in betting and otherwise. His debts 
to tradesmen amounted only to £75, and £1,609 was owing to his father. 
Section 18 (6) of the Baukruptcy Act, 1883, provides that, in any case in 
which the court would be justified in refusing, om wn dealing ding 
the debtor’s poem if the debtor were adjudged pt, the court 
may, in its discretion, refuse to approve a composition or scheme of 
arrangement accepted by the creditors. By section 28, sub-section 3 (d), 
the court may refuse, , or qualify the order of discharge if the 
bankrupt “‘ has brought on his bankruptcy by rash and hazardous specu- 
lations, or unj ble extravagance in living.”” The judge of the one 
County Court refused to approve of the composition, and his 
was affirmed by the Divisional Court. The debtor and the petitioning 
creditor appealed, and none of the creditors 6 





Tue Covrr (Lord Esuzr, M.R., and Uae and Lorzs, L.JJ.) dis« 
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missed the appeal. Lord Esuzr, M.R., said that the debtor a 
but the allowance from his father, which the father might withdraw 
any time, and his wife’s income being settled to her separate use, there 
was nothing upon which any creditor could come to satisfy his debt; It 
was argued that the words ‘‘rash and hazardous speculations” applied 
only to speculations in trade. It was admitted that speculations on the 
Stock Exchange would come within the words. It was clear also that 
gambling and betting were, under the circumstances of the present case, 
rash and hazardous speculations. The present agrenpee, iv Ree applied 
to non-traders as well as to traders, and the words in qu referred to 
speculations generally. The court was, therefore, entitled to refuse to 
approve the composition ; and, looking at the fact that the debtor had 
nothing of his own, it was plain that gambling and amounted also 
to ‘unjustifiable extravagance in living.” e debtor therefore, 
been guilty of improper conduct within section 28, sub-section 3 (d). It 
was said that the composition was for the benefit of his creditors. No 
doubt it was, butso would a composition of 1s. in the be. The credi- 
tors agreed to the composition because — not get more. No 
doubt they exercised all the pressure they could on the father to get more. 
The court, however, had to consider both sides, and to exercise its discre- 
tion having regard to its duty to the public and its duty to the creditors. 
It was a matter of discretion, on the balance of those considerations, 
whether the court would approve of the composition. The Oourt of 
Api would not overrule the exercise of that ion, unless it were 
satisfied that the discretion had been wrongly exercised. The same view 
of the case had been taken by the county court judge and the two judges 
of the Divisional Court, and this court could not overrule their decision. 
In hia lordship’s opinion it would have been a dereliction of his duty to the 
gor if the county court judge had not come to the conclusion to which 

e did come. His lordship did not say this merely on the ground that 
only 2s. in the pound was offered, for, if more had been squeezed out of the 
father, he should, under the circumstances of this case, have come to the 
same conclusion. Liypizy and Lorrzs, L.JJ., concurred.—Counsgx, Gully, 
Q.0., and Sidney Woolf. Soxtcrron, H. Montagu. 





CASES AFFECTING SOLICITORS. 
STANIAR v. EVANS—North, J., 18th December. 


Soricrron—Costs—Soxicrror rox Trustgz—Rieut To Costs ovt or Tavat 
Estate—Deravitine Taustse—Trust-Mongy 1x Soricrror’s Hanps. 


In this case a question arose as to the right of a solicitor, who has acted 
for a trustee in respect of business relating to the trust, to retain his costs 
out of moneysin his hands belonging to the trust estate, the trustee being 
in default. The action was brougbt by 8S. and D., the trustees of a deed, 
for the execution of the trusts of the deed.’ The order on further consi- 
deration (S. then being dead) directed that D. should pay into court, on 
or before the 30th of July, 1886, the sum of £1,596, inceme of the trust 
estate received by him. And it was further ordered that the costs of D. 
and of 8. should be taxed, and that D. should be at liberty to retain his 
own costs and those of S., when taxed, out of a sum of £660 (capital 
belonging to the trust estate) which was in his hands, and that he should, 
within fourteen days after the date of the taxing master’s certificate, pay 
the balance of the £660 into court. The £660 was a mortgage debt, 
formin of the trust estate, which had been paid off, and received by 
the solicitors of D., and it was in their hands, they having retained it on 
account of their costs in relation to the trust estate. D. made default in 
paying the £1,596 into court, and the coste were not taxed under the order. 
Some of the beneficiaries applied that, notwithstanding the order on further 
consideration, and the non-taxation of the costs, the solicitors might be 
ordered to pay the £660 into court, with interest from the date of their 
receiving it. 

Nortu, J., ordered this to be done. He said that the strict form of 
order against a trustee, who had money belonging to the trust in his hande, 
was that he should pay into court, and that his costs should afterwards 
be taxed and paid out of it, The orderinthis case was made, not in the 
ordinary form, on a representation which had turned out not to be true 
(though it was made with perfect bona fides), that the trustee would pay 
in the £1,596 at once. This being so, he — that there was j ic- 
tion now to order that the whole £660 should be paid into court at once, 
without a prior taxation of the defaulting trustee’s costs, inasmuch as he, 
being in default, could not be entitled to receive any costs out of the 
trust fund until he had made good his default. A solicitor who was 
employed by a trustee in matters relating to the trust estate was com- 
monly said to be the solicitor to the trust estete. That, however, was 
not a correct expression. The solicitor had no retainer from the trust 
estate. His retainer was from the papel agg oe 6 and he was entitled 
to look to him only for payment of his He had no claim against or 
lien upon the trust estate for his costs. That was the general rule, though 
there were some exceptions. The solicitor might, for instance, have 
obtained a statutory charging order in respect of costs incurred in the 
recovery or preservation of the trust property, or he might have a lien on 
documents in his hands, or upon his employer’s share of the trust fund. 
Bunt, with these exceptions, the solicitor had no right against the trust 
property. The trustee himself, however, had a right to be indemnified 


out of the trust estate against his costs and —— and expenses ly 
incurred, including the costs of employing a solicitor, and the Tolicitor 
would get the benefit of that right or charge, but say Ante hye 
of the trustee. He stood, as against the trust estate, in no 

than the trustee himself did. If the trustee himself would have been 


ordered to —— money into court without any deduction for his 
the solicitor, if he had retained the money, must equally pay it into 


the £660 at 4 per cent., the 

rate. For some other sums which the solicitors had received from the 
trustee in ofa claim him, without notice that those 
sums were out of liable.—OCounssL, 


and ' 
Napier Higgins, Q.C., and 8. Hall. Soxtcrrons, Bolton, Robbins, Busk, ¢ Co. ; 
Cole § Jackson ; Rooke $ Sons. 








LAW STUDENTS’ JOURNAL. 


UNITED LAW STUDENTS’ SOCIETY 
The held its annual eng co Or Oe 
Law Institution, Chancery-lane, Mr. Charles A. bi ing in the chair. 
The meeting was of an entirely business nature, and was characterized 
only by an average attendance of members. 








LEGAL NEWS. 
APPOINTMENTS. 
Mr. Cuarntes W. Marruews, barrister, has been ited 


an 
tional Prosecuting Counsel to the at the tral Oriminal 
Court. Mr. Matthews is the step-son and son of the late Mr, 


the Middle Temple in Easter Term, 1862, and he on the South- 
Eastern Circuit, and at the Winchester, Ports- 
mouth, and Southam Sessions. Mr. i is a revising 


a barrister, 
and he was recentl ted senior counsel to the Post 
Office at the Central Gaesinal te 


Mr. Ennest Bacoatiay, barrister, M.P., junior prosseuting. comet 
to the Post Office at the Central Criminal Court, succeeds Mr. 
as Senior Prosecuting Counsel to the Post Office. Mr. Baggallay is the 
son of the Right Hon. Sir Richard Baggallay. He was educated at Marl- 
borough College and at Caius College, Cambridge. He was called to the 
bar at Lincoln’s-inn in Easter Term, 1873, and on the South- 
Eastern Circuit and at the Surrey Sessions. Mr, was secretary 
to the Boston Election Commission in 1875, and to the Election 
Commission in 1880, and he was formerly a revising barrister. He has 
been M.P. for the Brixton Division of borough of Lambeth in the 
Conservative interest since November, 1885. 


Mr. Wriu1am Joun Fosrsr, solicitor, of 21, Birchin-lane, has been 


elected a Member of the Court of Common Council as a represen 
of the Ward of Cornhill. 


Mr. Evwarp Lzs, solicitor, of 1, Basinghall-street, has been elected a 
abe of the Court of Common Cour ell as a representative of the Ward 
of Bassishaw. 


Mr. Frepertcx Mzap, barrister, has been ted Junior Prosecuting 

Counsel to the Treasury at the Central Court in 

Mr. Montagu Williams, who has been ted a police 
te. Mr. Mead was called to the at the 


he has been for several years prosecuting counsel to the Treasury at the 
Middlesex Sessions. 

Mr. Freprrick Fresno, barrister, has beén appointed Professor of Law 
to the Irish In Law Society. Mr. Fleming was called to the 


Mr. Joszea MoGurrs, solicitor, deputy town clerk of the borough of 
Oldbam, has been elected Town Clerk of the City of York, in succession 
to Mr. Joseph Wilkinson, resigned. 

*,* Mr. James Forrest Fouron, barrister, M.P., has been appointed 

M Counsel to the Treasury at the Middlesex Sessions, and not at 
the Central Criminal Court as previously stated. 


Hersert Writsam Drsew and Herpert Eowarp Bovuz, solicitors 
(Dibben & Boyle), 17, Essex-street, Strand, London. Dec. 16. 


Joun Hawxzes Woopwarp, and Arraur Epwarp 
(Hawkes Woodward & Baines), 
will be henceforth 





; Mor. 19. "The ‘business 
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COURT 


PAPERS. 


SUPREME COURT OF JUDICATURE.,. 
Rota OF REGISTRARS IN ATTENDANCE ON 


a 7 a say oe Mr. Justice Mr. Justice 
- Date. No. Kay. CHITTY. 
Fri, Jan.... 7 Mr. Beal’ Mr. “@yitrey Mr. Clowes Mr. King 
Saturday... 8 Pugh Leach Pemberton Ward 
Mr. Justice Mr. Justice Mr. Justice 
Norra. STIRLING. KEKEWICH, 
Friday, January............ 7 Mr. Lavie Mr. Pugh Mr. Koe 
Saturday sievecoecevectoreeoes 8 Carrington Beal Jackson 


TRINITY SI 


COURT OF APPEAL. 
Appeal Court, I. 
Final and interlocutory appeals from the 


Fen’ Bench Division, the Probate, 
ivorce, and Admiralty Division (Ad- 


Garena and the Queen’s Bench Divis‘on | 


Bankruptcy. 
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and also apps from the final 
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Monday .... ai} a from Q B Final List 
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mote,—and apps. from 
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& also pas from final list 
if requi 


Thurs. ....10,. Apps raed QB final Jist 


Friday, sont eo! apps and apps from | 


final list if n:cessary 
Saturday of 
| eee 14} apps tom @ B inal ist 
Tuesdy ooeeld 
App. motns. ex pte—Orgl. 
ns.— and apps.from ords 
Wednesday 16 eee on interlocutory a) 
and also apps. from fina 
list if required. 
Thureday ...17...aprs from Q B final list 


apps and apps from 
Friday voeel8 { QB final list if neces:ary 
Saturday ..19 


Monday ...... 21 
Tuesday 


Thursdy....24,, type and ype f 
and & 
Friday paged be Daan s tweens 


2} apps from Q B final list 


Monday . 
oar App =~ ex pte—Orgl 
& apps from orders 


Wi 2< made on interlocutory mots 
ednesday on ocu m 
and also from final 
t if req: 
Thursdsy ... 3...Apps from Q B Final List 


from 
Friday wen 448 ana at ues 
yc fAnpe from GB fina lst 


ppee from the Q.B. Final | 





TTINGS, 1887. 


4 App. motns, ex pte—orgnl 
mote,—and apps, from ords 

| Wednesday 9 made on interlocutory mots 
and also apps from Final 
List if required 

10. Apps from Q B Final List 


Tharsday .. 
{ Bkey apps and apps from 


Friday ...-11) QB ginal lis: if necesary 
Saturday soe 

| Monday...... if are from Q B final list 
Tuesday ...15 
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Wednesday 15< made on interlocu ory mtns 
and also apps from final 
list if required 
-» Apps from Q B final list 
{ Bkcy apps and apps from 
(QB final list i¢ necessary 


Thursday .. 
Friday, «02.18 


Saturday . “2 
| Monday ...... 7 Apps from Q B final list 
Tuesd sy. 
| App. motas, ex pte—orgl. 
} mots,—and apps, from ords 
| Wednesday 23 made on interlocutory mots 
and also apps from the final 
list if required. 
24...Apps from Q B final List 


| Thursday.. 
| : Bkcy apps and apps from 
Briday, ...... . ‘ Q B final list if necessary 
| Saturday . 

Monday.... £28 sist Apps from Q B final list 
| Tuesday... 
App. mots, ex pte—orgl. 
mots,—and apps. from ords 
made on interlocutory mots 
and also apps ‘rom the final 
list if required 
31 { ope from the Q.B, Final 


Wednesday 30 
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speeatan «- 
| Monday... 
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Final List if necessary 
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N.B.—Admiralty Appeals, with assessors, 
are taken on specially appointed days. 


Appeal Court, IT, 


Final and interlocutory appeals from the 
| Chancery, and Probate, Divorce, and 
| Admiralty Divisions (Probate and Di- 
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Thursday ..20 
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Wednesday 26< made on interlocutory mots 
(sep list) and apps from 
general list if required. 


Friday ....28 
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Monday ....31 
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Thursday ...24 
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Thureday .. Sie necessary apps from 
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Saturday ... 
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Friday «+l 
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App. motns, ex pte—orgl. 
motns.— apps. from ords 
Wednesday 30 made on interlocutory mots 
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es peaneil farther notice, 


HIGH COURT OF JUSTICE. 
CHANCERY DIVISION, 
Obancery Court, I. 

Ma, Justice KAY. 
Tusdy.,Jav.11..Mots, adj smns, & gen pa. 

Tee as } General paper. 
Friday ....14.. Mots. adj. sumns. & gen. ps 
Saturdy....15 (men caus, pets, adj suns, & 


Monday ....17 

Tuesda; cool 

Wed... 7-18 18 General paper 

fate os. 21...Mote, adj sumns, & gen ps 
as | Res guess pect, adj sume. 

Batyroce soos & gen pa 








Monday ....24 

Taare 3 | Genera paper 

Thursdsy .. h 

Fridsy . 2 2028.. .Mtns, adj smns, and gen ps 
Saturday ..29 Ke causes, go adj sums, 


oO 
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Thursday .. 


Friday .... 4 -Mots,, adj..sums, & gen pa 
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Friday ...-11...Motns adj sums, & gen. pa 
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Monday, ..14 


Tuesday...... 
Wednesday oo paper 
Thureday .. 
Friday ails 77% adj sms & gen gen 
caus., pets., a sums, 

Saturday .. 90 ff ages if 

Any cause intended to be heard as a short 
cause must be so marked in the cause 
book at least one clear day before the same 
can be put in the paper to be so heard, and 
the necessary papers must be left in court 
with the judge’s officer the day before the 
cause is to be put into the paper. 


Chancery Court, III. 
Mr. Justice CHITTY. 


Motns continued and non 
Friday laa it oS 

ets, sht, caus sumrs 
Saturday +18 f Procedure), & non wit list 





a 17...Far cons & non wit list 
us 

Wednesd is Non wit list 

Thu 

Friday rh -Mns and non wits list 


Pets, sht. caus, adj sumns 
Saturdy ....22 { Preved Procedure), & be wit list 
Mon. .ooe+-24.. cons & non wits list 
Tuesday....2 


Weansdc.6 Non wit list 
Tharsday ..27 
Friday iy; «my & non ey 

‘ets, sht. caus, sumns 
Bat «100000029 { (Procedure) & Jere. wit list 
MEM. . sscesvsed $1...Far coos & non wis list 
Tuesday, Feb el 
Wed, .ooeee 2 > Nun wit list ~ 
Thurs, .... 3 
Friday, .... a & non a list 

ets, sht. caus sumns 
Saturdy,..+- 5 { (oresedure) & non wit list 
Monday... i. .Fur cons and non wit list 


Wednesday : Causes with witnesses. 

Friday <..-11. + Motas. & non tae 
Pets, sht causes smns, 

Sat seaeeeeeld | Procedure) & non wit list 


Monday ....14..Fur cons and non wit list 
Tuesday....15 

Wednesday 16 | Causes with wits 
Thursday ..17 


Friday ....18,.Motions and non wis list 


Pets, sh causes, adj sums, 
Saturday ...19 { (Procedure) and non wit list 
Any cause intended to be heard as a short 
cause must be so marked in the cause 
book at least one clear day before the 
same can be put in the paper to be 80 
heard, and the necessary papers must 
be left in court with the Tonge’ 8 officer 
the day before the cause isto be put in 
the paper. 


Chancery Court, II. 
Ma. Justice NORTH, 
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Chancery Court, IV. 
Ma, Justice KEKEWIOH, 
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Thursday . ‘710, .Motns, adj sums, & gen. pa B saaad oooel8 

Friday ....11 .Sitting in chambers " Bats cece l® 


HIGH COURT OF JUSTICE—QUEEN’S BENCH DIVISION. 
Masrers In Cuampers For Hitary Srrrmes, 1887. . 


A. to F., Mondays, Wednesdays, and Frida Master Johnson. 
Tuesdays, Thursdays, and Saturdays, Master the on. R. Butler. 

G. to N., Mondays, Wednesdays, and Fridays, Master Kaye. Tuesdays, 
Thursdays, and Saturdays, Master Walton. 

O. to Z, Mondays, Wednesdays, and Fridays, Master Francis. 
Tuesdays, Thursdays, and Saturdays, Master Manley-Smith. 

A. to F., all applications by summons or otherwise in actions assigned 
to Sir Frederic Pollock, Bart. (late senior master), are to be ant 
returnable before the masters in chambers A. to F. Division. All 
cations by summons or otherwise in actions assigned to Master oa 
are to be made returnable before him in his ownroom, No. 183, at 11.30 a.m. 
on Tuesdays, Thursdays, and Saturdays. All ap by summons or 
otherwise in actions assigned to the late Master are to be made 
returnable before the masters in chambers A. to F. Di a 

G. to N., all aren by summons or otherwise in actions assigned 
to Master George ollock are to be made returnable before him in his 
own room, No 173, at 11.30 a.m. on Tuesdays, Thursdays, and Saturdays. 
All applications by summoas or otherwise in actions assigned to Master 
Hodgson ace to be made returnable before him in his own room, No. 112, 
at 11.30 a.m. on Mondays, Wednesdays, and Fridays. All applications 
by summons or otherwise in actions to Master the Hon. R. 
Butler under these letters are to be made sehen before him in cham- 
bers A. to F. division. 

O. to Z., a'l applications by summons or otherwise in actions assigned 
to Master Walton under these letters are to be made returnable before 
him in chambers, G. to N. Division. 

The parties are to meet in the ante-room of masters’ chambers, and 
the summonses will be inserted in the printed list for the day after the 
summonses to be heard before the master sitting in and will 
be called over by the attendant on the respective rooms for a rat and 
second time at 11.30, and will be dealt with by the master in the same 
manner as if they were returnable at chambers. 


By Ornpsr or tae Masrzns. 
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—_ pe a itary inspection an 
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mw NORMAN & orgy System; No Deposit 
alt vgaeele, See 9, Liverpoolk-st.. Ba Goods 


by ercenest ermngenae. ste Eteelienggs 2d 


Reloré North, J on Saturday, Jas ik Walker & ew 


directed 
burn Walker, Furnival’s ipa, soles solors 


Seopa ee Hermaceies 
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d aw’ becsleee Ty, 80) fOr petner 
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ENAMEL saa 

to be Sep pow bas og m8.” Senith  Midciage’ 
Gt James st, Bedford row, ears for petners » 
Lonpon SuBURBAN HovsE Property Co, — a by an 
dated Nov 19, appointed Baker Philip Daniels, 57, Moorgate st, to be official 

NDDA Sream Coat OoLLIERY Louarep .— order 

ar ‘a7 dated Dec 18, it was a eens reo M4 


Ww Walbrook, agent for Ni on, solor aoe 
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CouNnTY PaLerinn eg LANCASTER, 

Bo.ton ExcHANGE Rooms.—Petn for to 
be heard before Benogs, Ve oe epee ete 
chester, a. Thursday, ven, Manchester, agents for 

Fullagar & Thureday, Jan ¢. _Qrotton 


FRIENDLY SOCIETIES st 
FazeLEyY Workine Men’s CLUB AND INstiTUTE, Club House, Coleshill st, 


Fazeley, Staff Dec 
Gacumentaeaee tee 0 Socrery, George Inu, Shirehampton, Bristol. Dec 20 


London Gasette.—TuEsDay, Dec. 28, 
JOINT it STOCK COMPANIES, 
In CHANCERY. 


Carter Forp & Co, pavee ee Fatt Paces yf pe, tall aR 


ier ora Sire 
~- 22 at 12, is appointed for Toe a upon the debts and 


Curraat Suan Factonmas oF B Lunrep.—By an order made North, 
"dated Deo i, ee ° Riau 
Ga, Old Jewry, solors for petners 


AND INVESTMENT CORPORATION, LIMITED. J 
pialiphatescapsneagdyde perio ieee i. 
E. J. Weigut, Luarep.—Kay, J. ; fica quieter, 12, 
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feeiienee 
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ase) sae Mane ae pe 
order made b; erin oe ee 
dup. Wertiner Broad for siek the company be 
wound wp. : i Rineh agents for Lloyd 
™ Cousrt Pasanoen ov Lamcser 
Lure 1 


H Onver & Co, Lrmrrep. Nov 19, 
ae meh Frederick Cooper, % an Bn, BT 








CREDITORS’ NOTICES. 
CREDITORS UNDER ESTATES IN CHANCERY. 


Auctioneer. Jan 21. Pierce v 


so7 3 PeTSRISVEL EATEN 


me iden 
UNDER 22 & 33 "33 VICT. CAP. 35. 
Last Day oF CLAIM. 


London Gasette.—FRIDAY, Dee. 17. 
BatMarn, Frances Hix, Oakfield Bassett, Hampshire. Jan 1. Devis & Bennett, 


Bansee Tost Lotehtord, Chester, Farmer. Jan 1b, Brook, 


Warrington 
panettadgentle Se nr Huddersfie'd, Gent. Jani7. Layoock & Oo, 
| Baacor, How Drea 78, Degttond. Feb 5. Marchant & Benwell, 





George yd, Lombard st 
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Brrrn, Tuomas, Langham, Essex, Esq. Jan 29. Goody & Son, Colchester 


aneere Faanens D’ Arcy, St Leonards on Sea. Febi. Carlisle & Co, 
New roa, = Lancche’e 
ILLIAM icon, Oakhurst, Cricklewood, Job Master’s Manager. 
Jan 17. Munns & Lon en, Old Jewry 
iN, teas. enema » Babworth, Nottingham. Dec 31. Marshall, 


ARTHUR, Wardour st, Oxford st. Jan 22. Buxton Ashton, Sackville st, 


Craven, WILLIAM, Manningham, Bradford, Gent. Jan 20. Freeman, Bradford 
Ev. Evan, Cardiff, Beerhouse Keeper. Feb 14. Downing & Handcock, 


Pruner, Exizanetu, Colchester. Feb9. Howard & Son, Colchester 
Focem, Wi1114m, Whitley, Northumberland, Gent. Jan 31. Criddle, Newcastle 


Foun, Josera, Gtoucester, Gent. Dec 31. Jones & Blakeway, Gloucester 
Fox, Jamzs, Chester, Livery Stable Manager. Jan 31. Cartwright, Chester 
GoToBED, Janz, Littleport, Isle of Ely. Febi. Archer & Son, Eiy 

Hanzt, Janyette, Rhyl, Flint. Feb 17. Stevenson & Co, Manchester 


LAURANCE, Nottingham, Retired Beerhouse Keeper. Feb 17. 
Turner, Nottingham 
HOotianp, JANE, Prices s sq, Bayswater. Feb15. Bell & Co, Bow Churchyard 


Jackson, GzorGs, Buxton, Derby, Fishmonger. Jan 31. Cartwright, Chester 
Kent, Joun, Weybridge, Surrey, Gent. Feb3. Bartlett, Abingdon 


onic: —- > mae Barnsbury st, Islington, Gent. Jan 31. Jones, New Ox- 
Manon, Feri Heney, Chinese Consulate, Madrid. Jani5. Argles & Co, Great 


Mazin, THomas, Old Kent rd, Undertaker. Jan 9. Champion & Sons, Iron- 
lane, Cheapside 
, Right Hon ELLEN, Dowager Viscountess, Cavendish sq. Jan 31. 
Bowlings & Co, Essex st, Strand 
ie a7 ag ~ pea upon Hull, Retired Master Mariner. Feb 2. 
orney m. Hull 
sess 1 — gupta Norton, Oxford, Draper. Jan 17. Wilkins, Chip- 
0 
Panny, CHARLES Batrovr, Devon, Retirea Silk Mercer. Jan 3i. Forward, Ax- 


Pritay, WOOTRAMALOOR RAMADOSS VENCATASOOBOO, Mad East Indies, Mer- 
chant. Apr 30. aber, Ct Queen st, Lincoln’s inn fiel 

Satmon, Emma, Chester, Ale and Porter Merchant. Jan 15. Walker & Co, 

Srers, JonN, Upton upon Severn, Farmer. Jan 20. Powell, Upton upon Severn 

Stevens, Epwarp, Dover, Gent. Jan 26. Mowll & Mowll, Dover 

TAYLOR, Sakau, Aston juxta Birmingham, Jan 31. Ansell & Ashford, Birming- 

‘wae, JOHN DaviEs, Carmarthen, Chemist. Feb 28. Brunel White, Carmar- 
London Gasette.— TUESDAY, Dec. 2 1 

ANDREWS, Mary Arn, Birkdale, Lancaster. Jan 20. Ecightley & Co, Liverpoo 

ARNEY, JOHN, Rookebridge, Somerset, Yeoman. Jan 25, Chapman, Weston 


Bares, FREDEEICE GrorGE, Coventry, Architect. Jan 3. Lowe & Sons, Bir- 


Bunt, FREDERICK, Abergavenny, Esq. Feb 12. Walker & Co, Gresham bldgs 
Bent, Wri11am, Ledbury rd, Bayswater, Licensed Victualler. Jan31. Nash & 


Co, Queen st 
Walton on the Hill, Liverpool, Railway Porter. Dec 31. 


Bowes, ADEamAn, 
Tyson. Dalton in Furness 
CroxForp, Tomas, Wendover, Bucks, Jan 21. Horwood & James, Aylesbury 
Davis, Wi1114M, Southampton, Gent. Jan 29. Hickman & Son, Southampton 
Frewet1, Maris, Rye lane, Peckham. Jan 22. Charles, Fenchurch st 
Guz, ApRaHaM, Bath, Retired Butcher. Sept 29. Cole, South Molton 
Kart, Halle, Germany, Professor. Jan 10. Glanville Langdon, West 


Guunn JOHN, itechapel rd, Pewterer. Dec 3i. Ayton, Whitechapel rd 
James RopertTson, Swan, Gt Dover st, Licensed Victualler. Jan 8. 
Waring, Blackman st 
Hotiiws, Peter, Birmingham, Sculptor, Feb 1. Saunders & Bradbury, Bir- 
Homey, , Southsea. Jan15. Marvin, Southsea 
Junkine, EvizasETH, Oare, Wilcott, Wilts. Dec 31. Dixon, Pewsey 
JERaRD, Wrr114M, Bridge rd, iammersmith, Gent. Jan3i, Ashbridge, White- 
Lowe Cesunetn, Clifton, Gloucester, Gent. Jan 3i. Gunner & Renny, Bishop's 
mow, JAMES, Rochdale, Lancaster, Iron Founder. Jan 15. Brierley & 
Mears, EDWARD —-~a Brechin pl, South Kensington, Commander RN. Jan 
31. & Dashwood de 
Nozru, Many Ann, Bushey, Hertford, Licensed Victualler. Feb 28. Sedgwick 
o— Tweedmouth, Berwick upon Tweed, Clerk. Feb 15. 
eatherhead, 


Berwick upo m Tweed 
Ransom, Jonny, yp Be any Ship Builder. Jan 15. Bowker & Son, Win- 


RED, Jonny, St Quintin, Wilts, Yeoman. Jani9. Wood & Awdry, Chippenha,, 
Rovss, Betsy, Bradworthy, Devom.: Jan 20. Cecil Bray & Peter, Holsworthy 
Evsestivs, Bradworthy, Devon, Surgeon, Jan 20. Cecil Bray & Peter 


ScanprovucH, Mary Exizaseru, Paignton, Devon. Jan 3i. Smith, Dartmouth 
ee ae Swinren, Northampton, Gent. Febi. Burton & Willough- 
STEWART, jodee in Penn Fields, Wolverhampton. Feb 15. Riley & Kettle, Wolver- 
Travis, JaMEs, Spee under Lyne, Innkeeper. Jan 22. Clayton & Wilson, 
Travis, SARAH, pp paaeenon, Lancaster. Jan 22. Olayton & Wilson, Ashton, 


Wess, EncEn 1 Ledbury, Hereford. Jani. Garrood, Ledbury 


London Gazette. AY, Dec, 24. 
Banciirrs, Henry, Stockport, Chester, Dyer. Feb i. Newton, Stockport 
BaRnstEY, ROWLAND, a Regis, Stafford, Tube Manufacturer. Feb 1. 


Wright & 
Baer ET sits bah, Genk Jan 12. Marshal, King st, 


BRANTINGHAM, Mary, Sunderland. Jan2i. Huntly, Sunderland 
Brintnc, HENRY, Chester. Jan 31. Moss & Sharpe, Chester 
oe Hudderst jour. Huddersfield, Wool Merchant. March 31. Bottonley, 


IN, WILLIAM, Hornsea, York, Butcher. Jan 22. James Todd, Hull 
Corron, RoBERT ROLLAND, Prince’s sq. Feb 15. Hanbury & Co, New Broad st 
Dickens, JaNE ATHANASS, West Cromwell rd, Kensington. Feb 1. Bolton & Co, 
ta get ~ gdns, Temple 

GaRD CE, Oswaldtwistle, Lancaster. Jan 31. Haworth & Broughton, 
ra kcethiatg ELLEN, Lapage st, Bradford. Feb5. Killick & Co, Bradford 
Hancreaves, Henry, Mellor, Lancaster,Gent. Febi. Earle & Co, Manchester 
HaRnGReEAvEs, Nancy, Mellor, Lancaster. Febi. Earle & Co, Manchester 
mowre, ' WwW LEAN, Grassmoor, Chesterfield, Derby, Farmer. Feb 18. Stanton, 


este’ 
Leask, WILLIAM, Monument bldgs, Merchant. Feb 1. Markby & Co, Cole- 
man 
Mow Hannan, Harpurhey, Manchester. Jan 24. Jefson & Son, Man- 
c r 
MILLWARD, Jutta, Newton St Loe, Bristol. Marchi. Tweedy & Son, Sligo 


Nicos, James, Norwich, Estate Agent. Feb 14. Miller & Co, Norwich 
NorrH, Taomas, Morthovte, Tunbridge Wells, Kent, Esq. Feb 7. Barfield, 


Plowden vw Tem 
me i Sees, mas, Ack rtm Moor Top, York, Stone Merchant. Feb1. Harrison 


WLANDS. oe G, Sowerby, nr Thirsk, York, Yeoman. Febi. Richardson, 


Scort, MicHAEL, Tysoe st, Clerkenwell, Gent. Feb 10. Foster, Queen st pl 
a ‘ no md pr pe Edmonton, Middlesex, Esq. Febi. Pritchard & Sons 
1acec! 


TRICKEKTT, Mary, AT athbiing. Devon. Jan 20. Greenway & Son, Plymouth 
Utuwatt, Mary, Southfield, Maidsmoreton, Bucks. Marchi. Hearn, Bucking- 


WALKER, James, jun, Kenwick hall, Tilney All Saints, Norfolk, Farmer. Feb 1. 


Ward, King’s Lynn 
Wenner, =, Marston Magna, Somerset, Gent. Feb 1. Newman & Oo, 


WEst, Teese, Hulton, Somerset, Yeoman. Jan 20. Baker & Co, Weston 
su 

Wo ORMALD, Haney, Fernside, Reigate, Esq. Feb 1. Carlisle & Co, New sq 

err my Joun, Gerrard’s Cross, Bucks, Esq. Febi. Upton and Oo., 

Carson, RicHaRD BELL, Onslow gdns, South Kensington, Esq. March 1, 
Hunters and Haynes, New sqr, n’s 

wood, nr Wotton-under-Edge, Gent. Jan 31, Turner and 


. Wotton- p-under-E4 dge 
DANIEL, CHARLES, Ramsgate, Esq. March 31. Daniel, Ramsgate 


Pee, , WWSEEEAM, Hornsey lane, Esq. Feb 10. Merriman and Co., Austin 
Sane Warzace JAMES Aprava, Ystym Colwyn, Montgemery, Esq. Jan 14, 


n, Welshpoo 
Gann Cuakces, upovionian rd, Islington. Feb 1. Miller and Oo., Salters’ 
Climson Greenwood, 


5 Wood Bark: ite Gent. Feb 1. 
= John’s Wood nine * 


London Gaszette.—FRIDAY, Dec. 28. 
HAtsey, . Gt Berkhamsted, Hertford. “heb i. Bullock & Penny, Gt 


InMAN, SaRaH, Normanby, York. Jan 2. Jackson & Jackson, Middlesbrough 
ORBELL, GEORGE, Chariton, Horethorne, Somerset, Huntsman. Jan 2. Ffooks, 


erborne 
Owen, THoMAs, St David’s, Pembroke, Jan20, Probert, Haverfordwest 
Prowse, WILLIAM, Waterloc, Liverpool, Provision jMerchant. Jan 28, Oliver 
Jones & Co, Ste livaneak 
align ARD ANDERDON, Ipsden, Oxfordshire, Esq. Jan 30. Hedges & Co, 
Rosinson, GEORGE. St George’s pl de pk corner, . Feb 1, Farrer & 
Lincoln’s inn fields plone st 0 Fy os 
Roms. - o—, Altofts, nr Normanton, York, Farmer. Feb 4. Gill & Plews, 
€ 


Ross, ANN, Ludgate hill. Jan 30, Bremner & Co, Liverpool 
a -o FREDERIOA Emma, Folkstone. Jan 81. Wightwick & Gardner, 


TRAFFORD, Lg} sere, Captain in 48rd Regiment. {Jan 31. William 
‘WISHART, JOHN, B am, Bidston Dera Gent. Mari, Rooker & Bazely, Bideford 








BANKRUPTCY NOTICES. 


BANKRUPTCIES ANNULLED. 
Under the Bankruptcy —_ 1869. 
Contes T rama AY, Dec, 28. 


London Gazette —Fripay, Dec. 2%. 
RECEIVING ORDERS. 
q . Ord Dec 21 
Bivcx, Epgar, Old Cavendish st, Tailor. High Court. Pet Dec17. Ord Dec 18 
Customs chbrs, St Dunstan’s hill, Lighterman. High 
Pet Nov ii. Ord Dec 21 

Brown, GEORGE HaNnnant, and ALFRED THOMAS 
Owners. Gt Yarmouth. Onl ies 
aa ~ A GEORGE, agree, OSE 
Byaort, JoHN Stony, Healing, Lincoln, Farmer. Gt Grimsby. Pet Dec 


CALVERT, ‘Guana, Clerkenwell rd, Music Seller. High Court. Pet Dec % | 


22 
CHAPMAN, FREDERICK, Wordsworth South Picture Frame Maker. 
A m. ay 2a & Hornsey, 
CRICHTON, ALEXANDER, 


Dpane, Epwaxkp, and Gzorcz Gorleston, Suffolk, Fishing Bost 





* 


Minories. Feb12. Baddeley, Leadenhall st 


FLEMiIne, 
Owners, Great Yarmouth. Pet Dec 21. Ord Deo 21 





eee pe 





BEe.cuer, HEwry, and Guonox BEtcuer, Gloucester, Slate Manufacturers. P 





BEE 


Brown. Gt Yarmouth, Fishing 
Ord Dec 22 3 
Merchant, Wolverhampton. Pet Des 8 


Sheffield, Designer. Sheffield. Pet Dec2i. Ord Deo 2 ~ 
Dapegeen, Rosey, Richmond, Yorks, Saddler. Northallerton. Pet Dec 18, 
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Framer, DuxHax, Boston, Lincolashire, Poulterer. Boston. Pet Deo 2. Ord 


Garpyer, Wrr114M Aven, Sibford Ferris, Oxfordshire, Farmer. Banbury. 
Pet Dec 18. Ord Dec 1 
GrorGE, Esav, Gurenhen, ‘Bucks, Builder. Northampton. Pet Dec 21. Ord 


1. 
Himaagee, oo, Countesthorpe, Leicestershire, Boot Dealer. Leicester. Pet 
a Ord Dec 2 


"erreansar Grirritus, Penygraig, Glamorganshire, Draper. Ponty- 
prida. Pet Dec 20. Ord Dec 20 
ater we} HENRY, heed st, Ship Broker. High Court. Pet Dec 
um, Ca COLE, a, Springheld, Essex, Schoolmistress, Chelmsford. Pet Dec 


Jacoss, JoHN | Caversham rd, Camden rd, Filter Manufacturer. High 
Court. Pet Dec 22. Ord Dec 22 
Janeen, Tapecan JouN, Penarth, Glamorganshire, Builder. Cardiff. Pet Dec 20, 


20 
JEFFS, JAMES, Bishops Uleeve, Glos, Clerk, Cheltenham. Pet Dec 20. Ord Dec20 


Lziecu, Jouw Hewry, Beaconsfield rd, New Southgate, Commission Agent. 
High Court. Pet Dec 20. Ord Dec 20 
Laawmae, | Gone, Porth. Glamorganshire, Sculptor. Pontypridd. Pet Deo 


20. 
Lort, JOSEPH, Sngeten upon Hull, Painter. Kingston upon Hull. Pet Dec 22. 


LONGNEY, ARTHUR, Cheltenham, Grocer. Cheltenham. Pet Dec?, Ord Dec 20 


Morea, AtBert Jonny, Maindee, nr Newport, Mon, Publican. Newport, Mon. 
Pet Dec 21. Ord Dec 21 
NIBLETT, SaMvEt, Cheltenham, Baker. Cheltenham. Pet Dec20. Ord Dec 21 


OxiaE, , Some, enstehd, Nottingham, Fruit Merchant. Nottingham. Pet Deo 
wae.. Mowerk upon Trent, Watchmaker. Nottingham. Pet Dec 


Ord Dec 
RarEE. JOuN, jun, , eS Worcester, Farmer. Worcester. Pet Dec17. Ord 


opps, B Horace Gustavus, and Frank Dscruvus Roppa, St Leonard’s on Sea, 
uilders. Hastings. Pet Dec 22. Ord Dec 22 
smaon. 1 ae =) eed Heaton, nr Dewsbury, Farmer, Dewsbury. Pet 
SMITH one, Aaa om, Nottingham, Brass Engineer. Nottingham. Pet Dec 
ine, Seay HeErserxt, Nottingham, Grocer. Nottingham. Pet Dec 4. Ord 
Sowegp. Gaones § eam, West st, Battersea pk rd, Grocer. Wandsworth. Pet 
an eccccee Nottingham, Painter. Nottingham. Pet Dec 22. Ord 
ome, Sion Merth Shields, Boot Dealer. Newcastle on Tyne. Pet Dec 20. 
een ee Haxrcount, Teignmouth, Devon, Gent. Exeter. Pet Dec 22. 
Srncws, | bt eae CHARLES, Exeter, Auctioneer. Exeter. Pet Dec 20. Ord 
SUTHERLAND, THOMAS FaDaaEK. Wallsend, Northumberland, Boot Maker. 
Newcastle on Tyne. Pet Dec 20. Ord 
Ware, Sewers A cay a LAVERS, Plymouth, Butcher. East Stonehouse. Pet 
wae, | oe a Nottingham, Provision Dealer. Nottingham. Pet Dec 22. 
Wangeeee, Wr Henry, Derby, Builder. Derby. Pet Dec 20. Ord 
vos, Hewzy, Oakbam, Rutland, Groom. Leicester. Pet Dec20. Ord 
The following amended notice is substituted for that published in the 


London Gazette of Dec. 17. 
Wire, Seemae, West Bromwich, out of business, Oldbury. Pet Nov 29. 
ec 


FIRST MEETINGS. 
ArrcEEOE, Big ae and Tom Arrosison, North Shields, Auctioneers. Jan 6 at 
ull Incorporated Law Society, Lincoln’s ina bldgs, Bowlalley lane, 


ARNOTT, ALEXANDER, Russell rd, Holloway, Builder. Jan 6 at 12. 38, Carey st, 


Lincolin’s inn 
Bapocr, W Hurst n, & Builder. Dec 81 at 2.30. & 


ILLIAM, 
Reeves, Mount Pleasant. Tunbridge 
ARNES, ARTHUR dress unknown, Bootmaker. Jan4at1%. 33, 


Carey st, 
Barwoop, Gponas, Ne port, Mon, Tea Dealer. Janiatii. Off Reo, 12, Trede- 


gar pl, a, srewnert, 
met W: eaeee TLLLAM BIOKNELL, L, Willoughby lane, Tottenham, Tailor. Jan 6 at 11. 
. in’s 
BIsHop, Henny, 'Harleyford : rd, Kennington, Builder. Jan 10 at3. 109, Victoria 


st, Westminster 
BuLanD, Heney, Scarborough, Chemist. Dec 31 at 11.30. Off Reo, 74, Newborough 


st, 
owe DanrEt, Gt Totham, Essex, Dealer. Jan 10 at12. Shirehall, Chelms- 
Butouer, CHARLES, Long Melford, Suffolk, Maltster. Jan 12 at 12. Townhall, 


CLARK, Colchester Bo Sheffield, Printer. Jan 5 at Off Rec, 
ULTON, Shei ‘ ‘an 11, Figtree 
lane. Sheffield 
RANT, Luxe Lzo, Southwark st, Hardware Merchant. Jan 4 at 12. Bank- 


Garpwt poce, biden, Portage! ct Lincoln's nn 8 Oxford, Farmer. Deo 81 at 11.80. 
Off Reo, 1, St Aldates, Oxford 
Guaez, HosarEAR, V AH, West Bromwich, Beerhouse Keeper. Jan 10 at 10.30. Court 
zat, Jon, Countesthorpe, Leicester, Boot Dealer. Jan 4 at 12.30. 28, Friar 
Hucuxs. JouN, Woodchurch, Kent, Grocer. Dec 3iat2. Saracen’s Head, Ash- 
Sarre, J 03 Bishop’s Cleeve, Gloucester, Clerk. Jan}i at 3.30. County Court, 
i en tel, Yeovil Somerset, Carpenter. Jan 8 at 2.80. Three 
mE. CHARLES, Oakengates, Shropshire, Chemist. Jan 12 at 2. County 
Law, Hus, Quoc Anno’ Gate, Engineer. Jan 5 at 11. 38, Oarey st, Lin- 
Lonenuy, Aneuva, Cheltenham, Grocer. Jan 1 at 4.80. County Court, Chelten- 
Measures, CHARLES, Northampton, Farmer. Jan3at12. 28, Friar lane, Leices- 
Moncax, AzEnt Jo JOHN, Maindee, ar Bowpert, Mon, Pultiens. Janiati2. Off 


12, Fredeger 
Movip, Jouw adegar pl. Newport, Mon Worcester, Slater. Jan lat 11. Off Reo, 








ag Tailor. Jan7atii. Off Reo, Birming- 
4 ee See Sas ee ee Jan 5 at 12, 88, 
Pixs, Tuomas, Luton, Be Beatord, Grocer. Deo si at 12. Ewen & Roberts, 
ey Worcester, Farmer. Jan ii at 11, Off Reo, 
Gzorce Kossuta Mazzi, Andover, Auctioneer. Jan7 at 1.00. Off 
Ronnsson, TuoMas, Chebaey nr Eccleshall, Stafford, Solicitor. Jan 5at3, Vine 


Stafford 
SHEW, es oom ee Jan 6 at 11. 33, Carey 


ofa Water Manufactory, Deo 31 

< Periion bide, Bightgn sas ot tee Pink ann, 

hog = +, RR Ge Jan 8 atil. Castle of Exeter, 
Fyne, ence, Wenn’, Northumberland, Bootmaker 


naan eee (Ot Reg, Fink lane, Newent Ott Hoo. 22, Park row, Leeds 


Watson, GzorGzE, Sheffield, Grocer. JanSat1i. Off Rec, Figtree lane, Sheffield 
Asxaw, Reremont, Cheshire, Teaver. Jan 5 at 1.80. Off Reo, 
48, Hamilton sq, 


Wareqquaey Wri114M Heney, Derby, Builder. Jan 3at3. Off Reo, St James's 


Wiaorxerox, HEXRY, Rutland, Groom. Jan4at38, 28, Friar lane, Leicester 
Witi1aMs, ConyneHaM Oartvre, Leeds, Schoolmaster. Jan 5 at 11. Off Reo, 


oeaatie “Ot eo 


eraaiy Jaman Non 


Strone, WILLIAM 


Park row, 
Wraw, Tuomas, West Bromwich, out of business. Jan 10 at 10.45. Court 
hi Oldbury 
Wric nr, CHARLES, Ni Norton W Potted Meat Purveyor 
Jan 5at12, Off Reo, Figtree lane, 


ADJUDICATIONS. 


Bartiert, Epwanrp, Cheltenham, Grocer, Cheltenham. Pet Dec6. Ord Deo i 


Batter, JaMEs Murray, Folkestone, Boarding-house Keeper. Canterbury. 
Pet Oct 29. Ord Dec 20 
Baswoes, Susaet, Vea, Mon, Tea Dealer. Newport, Mon. Pet Deo 18, 
Buianp, HENRY, Scarborough, Chemist. Scarborough. Pet Dec 15. Ord Deo? 
Rnceqen, Mane, Heliytaie of, Hovtiem, Space, High Court. Pet Dec 16. Ord 
Brown, Great 
Brown, Geoqes Hasuam, oot F my > age Seema 
BRYAN, GEORGE, Wolverhampton, Coal Wolverhampton. Pet Dec 


Broorr, Jouy Stouy, Healing, Lincolnshire, Farmer. Great Grimsby. PetL 
CHAMBERLAIN, WALTER, High st, Plumstead, out of business. Greenwich. Pet 
CRICHTON, ER, Sheffield, Designer. Sheffield. Pet Dec 21. Ord Dec 22, 
Davaes, Faxoguice Briss, High Holbors, Tobacconist High Court. Pet Nov 
Fanizy, Joux “Tuomas, Dover, Furniture Dealer. Canterbury. Pet Oct 26, 
Vourass, Some, Rhyl, Fintshin, Tahoe Merchant. Bangor. Pet Deci. Ord 
Gascayan, Jartue, West st, Pesaiiens, Mints, Sale, Portsmouth. Pet Nov 26. 
Ganges, Wass 5 fae Sibford Ferris, Oxford, Farmer. Banbury. Pet 
Hunsget, 30a, Countesthorpe, Leicester, Boot Dealer. Leicester. Pet Deo 21, 
Jaan, Tuomas Jems, Penteth, Baller. Cardiff. Pet Dec 2. Ord Dec 20 
Jerrs, Jamzs, Bishop’s Oleeve, Gloucester, Clerk. Cheltenham. Pet Dec 20, 
JENKINS, JOHN, Swansea, Stationer. Swansea. Pet Dec7. Ord Deo 21 
Jour, Waa, Much Marcle, Hereford, Farmer. Worcester. Pet Deo 165. 
Keston, Jao Warr, South Petherton, Somerset, Carpenter. Yeovil. Pet 
pane apthmemaze igs: Ipswich, Tar Distiller. Ipswich. Pet Dec 6 Ord 
LzicH, JoHN HENRY, New Southgate, Commission Agent, 
High Court. Pet Deo 20. Deo. Ond Deo 

lanwmsys. SWEEm, yam, Cymmer, Porth, *Zoulptor. Pontypridd. Pet Deo 2, 

Looe Sanh Sara Stonehouse, Boot Factor. East Stonehouse. 
ith, Traveller. Poole. Pet Dec ii. Ord Dec 22 

Mono, AuaeeT Jom, Mando, nr Newport, Mon, Publican. Newport, Mon 
MouwNForD, FERDINAND CHARLES, Crewkerne, Watchmaker. Yeovil. Pet Nov 
pala, |, Oe High Court, Pet Nov 
Orre, CHARLES, Noble st, Manufacturer. High Court. Pet Dec 18. Ord Deo 22 


OvuTren, Joun Aryan, Cestten v4, Mile Bad, out of businen, High Court. 
Pet Dec 16. Ord 
Parr, CHARLES, Leadenhall st, Solicitor. High Court. Pet Nov 13. Ord Deo 92 


Barun, Jomy, fas, Kempoey, , Worcestershire, Farmer, Worcester. Pet Deo 17. 
cecenee mena by dunn ae Colchester. Pet Nov 9. Ord Deo 81 


cea? anamone mone Po Doom Oot 


Exeter, Auctioneer. Exeter. Pet Deo 20. Ord 
eee Gagnon axa, ~ foam Taman, Nottingham, Spianers. Notting- 
Wale, Reasamrs Pavan, VELL, Spencer st, Barnsley, Joiner. Barnsley. Pet Dec 


‘Wanas, gas Sakae, Bgrement, Chechion, Seoyelien, Birkenhead. Pet Dec 16, 
Wuirz, Fumes, Bournemouth, Laiging house Beqpen. Poole. Pet Deo 9. 


Warcanuaen, Wutzase Haxnv, Desty, Builder. Derby. Pet Dec 20. Ord Deo 20 


Wrenuns, Tamas, West Bromwich, Stalls, ont of busines, Oldbury. Pet Nov 


, Stafford, Ironmaster. Jan 5 at 2.90. Drill Hall, 
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London Gasette.—TUESDAY, Dec. 23. 
RECEIVING ORDERS. 
Baxter, Ropert, Carlisle, Innkeeper. Carlisle. Pet Dec 10. Ord Dec 23 
Cotman, Enizaretu, Suffolk, Farmer. Ipswich. Pet Dec 23, Ord Dec 23 


Joun, South Stockton, Yorks, Brick, Manntnotuver. Stockton on Tees | 


Middlesborough. Pet Dec 23. 
Hawonrn, RICHARD, Blackburn, Draper. Blackburn, Pet Dec 23. Ord Dec 23 


HAYWARD. Cuantan Joun Exnest, Southsea, Gent. Portsmouth. Pet Dec 6. 
HeEmvs, gpan, King’s Norton, Worcester, Farmer. Birmingham. Pet Dec 23. 


Lort. Rosert Marxuam, Kingston upon Hull, Keelman. Kingston upon Hull. 
Pet Dec 23. Ord Dec 
ae Saunt, Portreath, Illogan, Cornwall, Butcher. Truro. 
Kota Tuomas, Gloucester, Grocer. Gloucester. “Pet Dec 23. Ord Dec 23 
Saozn, Ricnaxp, Swilland, Suffolk, Butcher. Ipswich. Pet Dec 22. Ord Dec 22 
Smoorny, AtnERT THomss Buck, Offiey, Herts, out of business. Luton. Pet 


22. Ord 
Senna, Janne, Gloucester, Licensed Victualler. Gloucester. Pet Dec 23. Ord 


Truss. ANNIE Exiza CATHERINE, and Emma Anwa Ss ~ Sale, Cheshire, Con- 
fectioners. Manchester. Pet Dec 23. Ord Dec 23 


FIRST MEETINGS. 
Barry, JouN, Nottingham, Joiner. Jan 5 at 3.30. Off Rec, 1, High pavement, 


BaxtTzr, Rosekt, Carlisle, Innkeeper. Jan 6 at 12. Off Rec, 34, Fisher st, 
Brown, Gzorce Hannant, and ALFRED THomMas Brown. Gt Yarmouth, Fishing 
Boat ers. Jandatil. Blake, South quay, Gt Yarmouth 
Bavag, | pore. gtotverhampten, Coal Merchant. Jan 7 at 4. Off Rec, 
Cora, gosurm eee estate), High st, Guildford, Grocer. Jan 4at1i1. Cannon st | 
Coz, JOsErH, and ALFRED SAMUEL FRENCH, Guildford, Grocers. Jan 4 at 11. | 


Cannon st Hotel 
Picker te Lincolnshire, Farmer. Jan 6 at 12. 


Pet Dec 24, | 





CooLtzy, WiitlaM EpwArp 
Official Receiver, 48, High st 
DANIEL, Great ptt Fish Dealer. Jan 4 at 10.15. Lovewell 
Blake, South Quay, Great Yarmouth 
EDWARD, and GEORGE FLEMING, Gorleston, Suffolk, Fishing Boat Owners. 
an 4 at 10.30. Lovewell Blake, South Quay, Great Yarmouth 
, ALFRED oe (sep estate), High st, Guildford, Grocer. Jan 4 at 11, | 
Cannon st Hote 
JEFFREY, THOMAS, asics in Marsh, Gioactstershire, Steam Plough Proprietor. | 
Jan 7 at12. Off Rec, 1, St Aldates, Oxford 
Rapcuirre Atoysivs, Slindon, Sussex, Gent. Jan 5 at 12, | 
mire, Gyita a Be get sinn | 
ih, Glamorganshire, Sculptor. Jan 5at 12. Off Rec, 
ta hterthyr Ty 


OMAS a address unknown, Innkeeper. Jan4ati2. Off Rec, 2 | | 
St Benedict sq, Lincoln 
ae, AUGUSTINE FRANZ ROLAND, Nottingham, Printer. Jan 6 at 12. Off Rec, 


WAtxe, Epwarp Writ Lavers, Plymouth, Butcher. Jon 6-08 0:0 


Frankfort st, Plymouth Eastbourne, Farmer. Jan 4 at 12. MrOhami« 


pi Terminus rd, Eastbourne 
Wise. Dien, 688, Bridlington, Yorks, Farmer. Jan 5 at 12.90. Black Lion Hotel, 
Bridlington 


ADJUDICATIONS. 
Carter, JoHN Henry, Linden gdns, Chiswick, Retired Colonel. Brentford. Peg 
Sept 17. Ord Dec 


21 
| Docwra, DANIEL, Great Yarmouth, Fish Dealer. Great Yarmouth. Pet Deci7, 
| Ord Dec 28 
| Epwarps, Joun, Clifton, Bristol, Upholsterer. Bristol. 
23 


Pet Dec 16. Ord 


EDWARDS, Weayx Bear: 3 Fortinghotian, Hampshire, Ironmonger. Salis- 

° et rd Dec 22 

rw A Wim MIpcEy. Derteld, ae 5 Barnsley, Yorks, Clerk in Holy 
t Dec 3. Ord 

Swen bee ey Draper. Blackburn. Pet Dec 23, Ord Dec 23 


HERBERT 1zEr1AM GRIFFITH. Penygraig, Glamorganshire, Draper. Ponty- 
—,” Pet Dec 20. Ora 

KrroHine, CHARLES, Salop, Chemist. Madeley. Pet Dec 14. Ord Dec 22 

MAcPHERSON, CHARLES, Warwick, Baker. Warwick. Pet Dec 18. Ord Dec 14 

Martin, WiritraM, Exhal Warwickshire, Farmer. Coventry. Pet Dec 16. Ord 

Movin, Jom JAMES, oleae See, Worcestershire, Slater. Birmingham. Pet 
oy oy Tegan, Cornwall, Butcher. Truro. Pet Dec 24. Ord Dec®4 © 

POWELL, Tomas, Gloucester, Grocer. Gloucester. Pet Dec 23. Ord Dec 28 


Saaz, RicHarD, Swilland, Suffolk, Butcher. Ipswich. Pet Dec 22. Ord Dec” 

SaLt, EDWARD TAYLEUR, Bristol, Solicitor. Bristol. Pet Nov 30. Ord Deo 23 

TwOMESOR, JOHN | aay pad Gawber rd, Barnsley, out of business. Barnsley. Pe 
~ Ord 

Truss, A 


fecti Manchester. Pet Dec 23. 23 
WALKE, EDWARD wean LAVERS, Piymouth, Butcher. East Stonehouse, Pet 
Dec 


” Oa ATHERINE, and Emma Anna TRvss, Sale, Cheshire, Con- 

20. Ord Dec 23 ; 

WILEY, Janne, Stratford upon Avon, Cooper. Warwick. Pet Dec 9. Ord © 

Wr11aMs, Davp, Sgoneamnlet, Glamorgan, Colliery Manager. Neath. Pet Dee 
Dec 


Wis Sana: Wastax SAMUEL, Eastbourne, Farmer. Lewes and Eastbourne, 
Pet Deci7. Ord Dec 28 





The Subscription to the Souicrrors’ Journan is—Town, 268, 6d, ; 
Country, 288. 6d. ; with the Wauxiy Rerorrze, 53s. Payment in ad. 
vance includes Double Numbers and Postage. Subscribers can have 
their Volumcs bound at the office—cloth, 28. 6d., ibe law calf, 5s. 64 








. High pavement, Nottingham 
Newzive, — Wus0n, Lee 


Nrseers, "SAMURL, Cheltenham, Baker. 
Orrims, badeneean § Hanrcovunt, Teignmouth, Gent. 


Jan6at2. Off Rec, 11, Quay st, Carmarthen 


Leeds, Coal Leader. Jan 5 at 12, Off Rec, 22, Park | 
Jan 4 at 3.30. County Court, Chelten- | 
Jan 6 at 8.30. London Hotel, | 
THOMAS, JOSIAH, and JoHN Joun, Llangennech, Carmarthen, Timber Merchants. 


UURRENT TOPICS 
MENT OF HIS INCOME 
SS THAN 
CONCERNING SEARCHES 


Can A PERSON WHO CLanMs ABATE- 
ON THE 
Saou OF IncoME Tax BEING 
£400 A YEAR APPEAL 
70 "THs SPKCIAL COMMISSIONERS ! Ld 


CONTENTS. 
151 | Law SrUDENTS’ JOURMAL copveecens 








’ 
SCHWEITZER’S COCOATINA 
Anrti- ptic Cocoa or Chocolate Powder. 

b wpeere ae oy 
th the excess of fat ext: 
aut Facults ronounce it “ the most nutritious, per- 
The Pacaliy 5 @ beverage for Breakfast, — or 
Sapper, and invaluable for Invalids and Children, 
ghly commended by the entire Medical Press. 

Bent thout 6 » Spice, or other admixture, it suits 
all palates keeps for years in all climates, and is four 
times the strength of cocoas THICKENED yet WEAKENED 
with starch, &c., and Im REALITY OmEAPER than such 
Mixtures, 


Made instanianeo.sly witn . 

& toa Breakfast Cup, costing less than a halfpenny, 

Cocoatima a La Vanituxis the most delicate, digestible, 

cheapest Manilla Chocolate, and may be 
richer chocolate is prohibited, 

In tins at Is. 6d., 38., 68. 64., &c., by Chemists and 

Grocers, 
Charities on Special Terms by the Sole Proprietor, 


H. Scmwarrzzz & Co., 10, Adam-st,, Strand, London, W.0 





TO H.B.H. THE PRINCE OF WALES 
BReanp AND 008 Al 


SAUOE, 





goowrs. PRESERVED PROVISIONS, | 28 





POTTED MEATS and YORK and GAME 
PIES, also 


ppeeance OF BEKF, BEEF TEA, 
1) UBTLE SOUP, and JELLY, and other 


GPsOrALITIE 8S for INVALIDS 
CAUTION BEWARE OF IMITATIONS. 
1, LITTLE STANHOPE STREET, MAYFAIP. 

















ure Soluble Cocoa of the Finest Quality | 
racted, 


nling water, a teaspoonful | 


EDE AND SON, 
ROBE gp : MAKERS 


BY SPECIAL APPOINTMENT, 


, the Lord Chancellor, the Whole of 
jench, Corporation of London, & &e. 


ROBES FOR QUEEN'S COUNSEL AND BARRISTERS. 


SOLICITORS’ GOWNS. 


Law Wigs ant Govns for Pesieiwars, ‘eet Clerks, 
d Clerks of the P 


To Her Maje: 
the Judicial 


| CORPORATION nosts, UNIVERSITY om “cueney GOWNS 


en when | 


ESTABLISHED 1689, 
94 CHANCERY LANE LONDON. 





BY AUTHORITY, 


The Companies Acts, 1862 to 1883. 
Every requisite under the above Acts supplied on the 
shortest notice. 








Tho BOOKS and FORMS kept in stock for immediate 
“MEMORANDA. vo ey ¢ d fae a gee 


a Mion. SHARE O eerie iat DEBENTU TURES, 


distribution. 


| &c., engraved and printed. 


and executed. No Charge to Ske 
Solicitors’ Accouat ee 


RICHARD FLINT & CO. 


(late ASH & FLINT), 
Stationers, Printers, Engravers, Registration Agents, 
49, lemma me » LONDON, E.C. (ourner 


sunuthasdl char Uleientaneies nt Pees, 





UNTEARABLE LETTER 
COPYING ig 


(HOWARD'S PATENT.) 


/1000 Leaf Book, 5s. 6d.; 500 Leaf E 
3s. 6d. English made. 
THE BEST LETTER COPYING BOOK OUT. 


WODDERSPOON & CO, — 
7, SERLE STREET, axp 1, PORTUGAL STREET 
LINCOLN’S INN, W.O. 


PARTRIDGE & COOPER; 


GENERAL STATIONERS, 
1é 2 CHANCERY LANE LONDON 8.0, 


Lato Copying und Engrossing. © 
Deeds and Writings Ma inp oveey and copied onthe P 
with punctuality dispatch, at the lowest scale @ 
charges, A good Discount allowed on agreed accou! 
LAW PRINTING. 
ee toes OF OCLAIM AND DEFENCE, - 
DAVITS, and other PLEADI NG, Printed at 1s. perf olia, 
DEEDS, 00: MORTGAGES, &c., Pri 
in form for Registration. 
Discount allowed for cash on agreed accounts, 


LITHOGRAPHY. 
ABSTRACTS, BRIEFS, PETITIONS, | D 











PLANS OF ESTATES, SPECIFICATIONS, Bi UL 
a= 4 SOCIETIES’ DEED: 8, LEASES, &c., ae 


PARC HEN NT AND LEGAL PAPEF 
sent post-free, 
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